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LONDON, AUGUST 5, 1865. 
—— 

Lorp CranwortH has got through the remainder of 
the business left him by his predecessor on the wool- 
sack with that ease, precision, and urbanity, for which 
he was so well known when he formerly held the great 
seal, One of our contemporaries, in contrasting the de- 
meanour of Lord Cranworth with that of Lord West- 
bury (and the contrast is very great), adds a story of the 
latter, which we reproduce as a specimen of the sort of 
stories which have so long been current about his Lord- 
ship, but which we certainly do not believe. It says 
that his Lordship’s reply to the interrogation why he 
had not induced his judicial colleagues to make new 
regulations, much needed with regard to the procedure 
of certain courts, was— Because I have to deal with 
three of them; and because the first is ignorant, the 
second is impracticable, and the third is imbecile.” 





ONE OF THOSE UNPLEASANT CASES of equivocal con- 
duct by a person we should suppose to be a solicitor, 
although his name is not inthe current Law List, which 
tend so unfairly to raise an unfounded cry against the pro- 
fession, was mentioned on an application to the Court of 
Bankruptcy on the 27th ult. inthe matter of Sir Robert 
Nicholson. It was an application for release of the 
bankrupt from custody, and a preliminary objection was 
taken to the notices. which were given in the name of 
F. Hill, solicitor, who, it appeared, bad died tive days 
before the notices were served. ‘The objection to the 
notices was waived, but on the termination of the hear- 
ing, Mr. Bagley referring to the improper use of Mr. 
Hill’s name, said there were many gross irregularities 
practised in connection with the Court. He produced 
two letters which had been addressed to the bankrupt 
by a person named Durrant, who had at first offered to 
conduct the bankrupt’s case, and had then threatened to 
expose him. The letters were as follows :— 

No. 1. 
Bankruptcy and General Accountancy Offices, 
16, Liverpool-street, Bishopsgate, July 8. 

Sir Robert,—I shall be happy to conduct your bankruptey 
through the courts, if you have not already instructed, upon 
reasonable terms of remuneration. The counsel acting 
under my brief is Mr, Ernest Reed. I shall be happy to 
attend you and show testimonials from those whose business 
I have successfully terminated. Letters addressed to my 
office, or care of Custodian, Bankruptcy Court, shall receive 
my attention. I am, Sir Robert, 

Your very obedient servant, 
Tuomas P. Durranr. 

P.S.—This letter is confidential for reasons | will even- 

tually explain. I shall feel obliged by your early reply. 
No. 2. 
July 14, 1865. 

Sir Robert,—My object in writing yor some days since 
(and to which you replied), was not for the purpose of 
undertaking any of your business, but to know whether you 
considered I should act for you. Had you stated it was 
your wish for me to act in your behalf in any way, | shoul: 
have replied to you declining the honour, but intimating 
my intention to be passive under the proceedings. Your 
letter, however, has relieved me of every feeling of responsi- 
bility, and I wrote this to withdraw from your mind any im- 
pression my letter might have given rise to that I feel the 
slightest interest in the termination of your bankruptcy, 
or that I desire toact in any way therein on your behalf. 
On the contrary, your letters which I have, and through 


benefactor, Mr. Markwick, statements made with Lady 
Nicholson’s full knowledge and acquiescence, induce me 
in fairness and candour to tell you that I shall use, for the 
benefit of those for whom I may be concerned, all the 
materials at my command, and another matter shall show 
ample cause on the 22nd instant why your order for release 
should be withheld until your final examination should be 
concluded. Upon looking at the court register, I see you 
file in forindé pauperis. This hardly bears out your letters 
to me, and the information given me by yourself and Lady 
Nicholson. I am, Sir Robert, obediently yours, 
Tuomas P, Durrant. 

P.S.—If you require further information I will wait upon 
you when desired. 

Mr. Ernest Reed, who was present, repudiated all 
connection with the writer of the letters. 

The Deputy-Commissioner said that the only mode of 
putting a stop to these disgraceful practices was to give 
full publicity to the complaints which were made re- 
specting them, and refused Mr. Durrant, who was pre- 
sent, permission to explain the matter, thinking that 
the letters explain themselves. So much we gather 
from the newspaper report of the case, but it would 
have given a greater certainty to our ideas of it had Mr. 
Durrant been permitted to speak on the matter, and as 
the letters stand, there isa considerable gap caused by 
the absence of the reply to the first letter. An impar- 
tial reader could po put one construction upon the 
letter of the 8th of July—namely, that the writer wished 
to be employed as Sir Robert’s solicitor, and nothing 
else. The reply which is wanting must have been of 
such a nature as the application warranted, and, we pre- 
sume, in order to account for the tone of the second letter, 
contained not merely a refusal of the writer’s services, 
but a rebuke of some kind, and perhaps even a threat of 
bringing the letter under the cognizance of the Court. 

The first sentence of this effusion (the letter of July 
14), contains a remarkable distinction of terms; the 
writer “does not ask to be employed,” but wishes to know 
whether his correspondent “ considered he should act 
for him,” and this for the purpose of refusing to act. 
“ Credat Judeus Apella.” We hope that he may find 
someone whe will believe that he, “ or any other man,” 
wastes his time and paper for the purpose of obtaining 
an offer of business which he intends to decline. Mean- 
while we do not do so, 

Having failed in his attempt to procure the business 
in question, the writer seems to have thought the next 
best thing to do was to follow the advice of “ Mickey of 
( ‘lare,” 

“ «Throw plenty of dirt, there will some of it stick, 

Is a maxim Of value,’ quoth orator Mick.” 
and then winds up with a postscript which clearly indi- 
cates more than it expresses. What further information 
could Sir Robert Nicholson desire from the writer of a 
letter who declared himself to be an enemy ; and why 
should he desire to see that enemy? and what terms are 
to be made with one who uses threats?) An unscrupulous 
man may be bought off, it is true, but surely Mr. Thomas 
P. Durrant had no such ideas in his head ; his only 
object throughout was “the benefit of those for whom 
he might be concerned.” We wonder if one of these 
said persons was named Durrant. Whatever may be 
the meaning of these letters, they obviously require ex- 
planation ; and publicity has this advantage, that if no 
proper explanation be given, the public will have been 
put upon their guard, while, if such explanation be 
forthcoming, Mr. Durrant will have enjoyed the benefit 
of an advertisement gratis. 


LN THIS WEEK, the first since the courts in Lincoln’s- 
inn have risen, many lawyers and students are ap- 
proaching, and some have reached, those peaks and 
passes, at the loftiest of which the bolder of our moun- 
taineers sometimes chance to meet with death in 
the ice or on the rocks. Hundreds and thousands, glad 
with the free play of their limbs, will breathe a lighter 





your false representations made to me, and of me to your 


air, and look forth beyond the snow at their feet on the 
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brown streaks of the upland valleys, on the little mir- 
rors of lakes in the broad level below, and on the gleam. 
of the sea at the farthest edge of the outstrete hed land 
During the long vacation the less practised climber, or 
the man who, after years of court and chamber or office 
work, has not improved, in any but a domestic sense, 
the cricketing and boating frame of muscle and sinew 
with which he left his university or school, is content 
with the easier alpine tracks for his own amusement, 
where there is nothing to try his nerves, after the 
season of avalanches is past, but the exertion of four or 
five hours of steep walking, or perhaps some misgiving 
as to the surefootedness of his mule, Hitherto he 
has admired, though at a respectful distance, the courage 
and power of younger or hardier men, who have left the 
well-worn path and found away for themselves to the 
summit of one peak after another, up to that time 
deemed inaccessible, or, if they could not find a way, 
have cut a foothold with the axe in the glacier side, 
But now a question is put, “ What is the use of scaling 
precipitous rocks and being for half-an-hour at the top 
of the terrestrial globe?” The Englishman whose love 
of enterprize carries him in his holiday to the precipices 
of Monte Rosa is reminded that there is use in the feats 
of sailors, of steeple-climbers, vane-cleaners, chimney- 
sweepers, lovers, and other adventurous professions, and 
that a man may be content to die in such a cause, for it 
is his life’s battle. A member of the Alpine Club is 
admonished that in the few short moments which he 
has to survey his life when he finds himself slipping he 
will be able to give but a sorry account of himself. 
“ What,” it is asked, “is he doing there, and what right 
has he to throw away the gift of life and ten thousand 
opportunities in an emulation which he only shares 
with skylarks, apes, cats, and squirrels ?” 

To such questions the answer has, to our thinking, 
been feeble. Those who would not like to see the 
manly spirit of their countrymen brought down by the 
shock of one disaster, however grievous, to the low 
level of assured safety in all but cases of immediate 
money gain, have likened the scaling of the Alp peaks 
to the following of hounds in the field. They have 
argued that the mischances of hunting might as reason- 
ably be made a pretext for confining horsemanship to 
the high road, as the fall from the Matterhorn be taken 
for a warning that henceforth travellers shall not aspire 
above the St. Bernard or the Brenner. We take a 
different view. The reader may readily conceive it by 
going back in imagination to the time when man had 
not essayed to traverse the air, or to bring down light- 
ning from the clouds, or to walk at the bottom of the 
sea, or even to navigate the open ocean. Might not the 
world as plausibly have cried—or rather did it not cry 
—to the first man who risked his life in a balloon, or in 
a diving bell, or across the Atlantic waters—* What is 
the use of it?” “What is he doing there?” From 
our boyhood we have heard such solemn reproo!s come 
down from an age of ignorance and superstition concern- 
ing natural things. Calum ipsum petimus  stultitid. 
But now we have a different and a better natural faith. 
All this “audacity ” of man we hold to be part of the 
great conquest of mind over matter which has been 
going on in later ages. In pursuit of this conquest, 
notably in our own time, the icebergs of the Polar sea 
have been passed through from one side to the other of 
the new world ; Australia has been explored from its 
southern to its northern shore; and Africa has been 
walked over to the hidden lakes of the Nile. So far as 
any part of the globe, where human life can sustain 
itself, remains inaccessible, the conquest is incomplete. 
We honour the men who take the lead of their fellows, 
and advance it even by winninga single position. If they 
come back safe, where there is no facilis descensus, let us 
crown them. If they perish in the attempt, let us give 
them a statue. 


“Felices animos, quibus hee cognoscere primis, 
Inque domos superas scandere, cura fuit.” 
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As to this very mountain range, which once was an 
effectual bar to the spread of civilization northward, but 
has been assailed by, and has yielded gradually to, the 
genius of man from Hannibal to Napoleon, till but 
yesterday its most arduous point has been trodden, and 
at this moment its lowest depths are being bored with 
the chisel, we may look back once more to ancient 
time, when, according to Livy, the mountain people 
believed that Mont Blane was the seat of the divinity 


Penninus. Matter was then in the ascendant over 
mind. What a mastery it had in an age and among a 


Mountains have in all 
The 


people of cowering instincts. 
early times been the haunts of supernatural fear. 
whole theology of Mount Olympus might have been 
routed in a day, if, in the pre-Homeric times, Asia 
Minor had produced an Alpine Club of the sons of the 
heroes. 

We do not mean to assert that in the present 
age geographical achievement is the most powerful 
remedy against ignorance and its abuses. There is 
shining a brighter than any scientific light. But it isa 
principle of man’s nature that if he submits to a confes- 
sion that he is beaten in any one thing which skill and 
boldness ought to bring into subjection under him, he 
becomes incapable of many other things equally within 
the compass of his powers. Let no one then presume 
to set a limit to the employment of man’s faculties, 
the use may not be at once apparent ; there may seem 
to be no compensation for the risk of life or limb ; the 
expenditure of time and money may be regarded as un- 
availing and profitless. Only twenty years ago a Maury 
might have been taunted with ill-spent toil in sounding 
the depth of the sea, and showing the nature of its 
bed midway between Ireland and Newfoundland. It 
was little foreseen, when the genius of the engineer 
constructed a ship of five times the ordinary ton- 
nage, that an occasion would arise, when, but for 
that vast ship, two worlds could not have been put 
in oral communication, as it were, across thousands 
of miles.* Brunel gave play to his power over matter, 
As little did his father foresee, when first among 
men he made a roadway under the shipping of the 
greatest commercial port, that, many years afterwards, 
without it men would be unable to use, from one 
side of the river to the other, what was to become the 
common mode of locomotion. He, too, gave play to his 
power over matter. Whymper and his companions have 
done the like. One nation is benighted in forcing the 
light of literature under a bushel, another remains in 
poverty by nipping art in the bud, a third continues 
narrow minded by striking at the root of freedom of 
opinion. England looks on such nations with pity or 
indignation ; but England will be no better if she points 
an anile finger of reproof at the daring of her sons, who, 
with knightly souls, put themselves in peril to aid in con- 
quering the material world. Who shall say what benefit 
to the study of science, as, for instance, the science of the 
weather, of the formation of the earth’s crust, or of the 
motion or constitution of the heavenly bodies, may not 
accrue from the mastery of the highest peaks of the Alps ? 
Before no long time the electric wire may be carried 
to those peaks in the eager endeavour to increase some 
branch of knowledge. Therefore our hope is, that 
genius, regardless of cavil, and confident in itself, will 
dave and go on. It is not the part of man to set bounds 
to the ability of his fellows. There is but One who can 
say in this particular, “'Thus far and no further,’ and 
He has not said it. 

THE DRIVING OF CaTTLE through the streets of London 
on a Sunday, is a subject which the Legislature has 
attempted to take in hand, as being a nuisance and a 
disturbance of the neighbourhood where it occurs, ‘The 
Islington Parish Act, 1859, was passed to put an end to 
this nuisance in that part of London where it most fre- 

* We regret to say that that feat has not yet been accomplished. 
The cable has again broken down. 
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quently happens. Cattle landed at the docks and wharfs 
on a Sunday morning for the Monday’s markets, as they 
constantly are, must remain on the wharfs until after 
midnight, unless they can be driven to the lairs, and as 
there is no accommodation for them at the landing places, 
it is of the greatest importance that they should get over 
the fatigues of their sea voyage before appearing to be 
sold. ‘The Act renders it unlawful to drive cattle 
tnrough the streets between eleven o’clock on Sunday 
morning and twelve o'clock on Sunday night. It is 
observed that the word used is “drive,” and the preamble 
of the Act states that the drovers of cattle caused danger 
and annoyance to the inhabitants of Islington, showing 
that the danger and annoyance of the act of driving 
cattle is the evil sought to be remedied. 

A carman has been summoned before the magistrate 
at Clerkenwell for conducting in and through Canon- 
bury-road, being a road within the parish of Islington, 
fourteen calves in a van, between the prohibited hours, 

How the magistrate arrived at the conclusion that 
this case was within the Act (which he must have done, 
as he inflicted a fine of one shilling for the alleged 
offence) is somewhat of a mystery to us. It is clear that 
there could be no danger to the inhabitants, and no 
annoyance to the neighbourhood, such as is contem- 
pleted by the Act, that is to say, a nuisance and annoy- 
ance arising out of the fear of danger and obstruction 
from the “ driven cattle.” 

To make the act of this carman unlawful is to retrace 
the current of modern Legislature, and in this particular 
case some alteration of the law, if it be as supposed by 
the magistrate, is urgently needed, because the exigen- 
cies of the case are such, that if trains or boats are de- 
layed in their arrival, cattle may suffer from thirst and 
want of food, and even die. But it cannot be that the 
necessary work of removing the cattle to the place 
where they can be supplied with proper food and shelter 
was intended to be prohibited, and probably the superior 
court will arrive at a different decision on the hearing 
of the case granted by the magistrate on the occasion re- 
ferred to. 


THE FOLLOWING LETTER, which appeared lately in a 
daily contemporary, shows that other boards of directors 
are following in the footsteps of that financial company 
which has already acquired so unenviable notoriety by 
the mode in which applications for its shares were first 
solicited, and then met. If nothing less will teach gen- 
tlemen of this kidney “ their duty towards their neigh- 
bour,” it will be necessary, by Act of Parliament, to 
compel all allotments of shares, when application 
therefor has been solicited by public advertisement, to 
be made rateably among the applicants except for 
grounds of objection personal to the applicant, which 
shall be stated on the face of the letter declining to 
allot, and shall be expressly subject to be questioned 
in a court of equity. 

OVEREND, GURNEY, AND COMPANY. 
To the Editor of the ** Daily News.” 

Sir,—I applied for ten shares in this company on the 
second day of the advertisement appearing in the paper, and 
to my surprise this morning have received a printed form of 
letter of regret that the directors ave unable to make me any 
allotment, but without alleging any reason whatever for the 
refusal. 

May I ask the directors to state in your paper the grounds 
of the selection of the allottees, as it appears to me a mon- 
strous thing to advertise property for sale, and when the 
offer is accepted by payment of the deposit, to return the 
money without alleging any reason whatever for refusing to 
complete the contract, which I submit the offer to the public 
amounts to, or should the public be bound and the directors 
free ’—I am, &c., W. C. H. 

THE BAD INFLUENCE exercised by a certain kind of 
publications, which are in effect addressed to the poorer 
classes, was shown lately on the occasion of the investiga- 
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tion of a charge of robbery by a youth. The case was 
clearly established against him, and he alleged, by way 
of explanation, that he had been reading the life of Jack 
Sheppard. There is no doubt that crime is very much 
fostered by the influence exercised over the minds of 
the uneducated and half-educated classes by publica- 
tions of this kind, as well as by those journals which 
make it their business to give reports of all the murders, 
suicides, and other offences of a like nature. We are 
wont to enlarge on the spread of education as the best 
preventive of crime ; but that education should be of 
any value to this end, we must take care to supply the 
half-edueated mind with wholesome as well as attractive 
food. The edueation which leaves its votaries to batten 
on the criminal reports is more apparent than real. The 
refinement which induces highly educated men to turn 
from such publications on the ground of taste, we 
cannot fairly expect to see ; but if a really good, and at 
the same time attractive, class of literature were sup- 
plied, of a kind suited to the tastes and comprehension 
of the desired readers, a great step would be gained. 
The supply of such writings would soon create a 
demand, and the demand would, in its turn, make an 
increased supply. This is the duty which the “ Pure 
Literature Society” has undertaken, and which it is, as 
far as we can judge, very efficiently performing. We 
have before us a number of the British Workman, con- 
taining tales, illustrations, &e., quite equal in interest to 
the vilest trash that the author of “Jack Sheppard ” 
ever wrote—“ and that same’s a big word ”—and yet of 
the most unexceptionable tendency. It is, however, tole 
feared that several generations must pass away ere 
the effect of this taste for impure literature on the 
criminal classes of this country ceases to be felt. 


THE CURRENT NUMBER of the Law Magazine and Law 
Review contains even more than the ordinary amount of 
interest and information. Its first article is an ex- 
ceedingly valuable discussion of the comparative merits 
of the local and transitory principle in actions in which 
the writer agrees, on the whole, with the opinion of 
Mr. Justice Perrin (quoted in the article in question), 
that “trial by a jury of the vicinage is of the essence of 
the protection of the rights and liberties of the people 
of the kingdom.” Singularly enough, the opposite view 
is advocated by “the great oracle of public opinion,” 
which, in the interest of Surrey jurymen, thinks* that 
all actions should be transitory in order to diffuse the 
work of jurors throughout the country, as if the neces- 
sary effect of making the venue transitory was not to 
accumulate all the work in London or the metropolitan 
counties. But such seems of late and have become the 
norma ratiocinandi of the “Journalist King,’ which 
recently gave us a specimen of its logic in the follow- 
ing ingenious argument, for the purpose, we suppose, of 
punishing the present electors of Berkshire :-— 

In England, under the Chandos clause, the freeholders in 
counties are to the tenants at will as three to one. In Ire- 
land, under an extended franchise, the rated occupiers 
(tenants at will) are to the freeholders and leaseholders as 
eighteen to one. But the tenants at will are notoriously 
under the influenceof the landlord; therefore, the indepen * 
dence of the English county constituencies will be improved 
by lowering the occupation franchise. 

We do not say that these are the words of the articl:. 
but a reference to it will shew that it is not misrepre- 
sented, 

We merely point to this as a species of the logic of ihe 
profound and erudite writers who now fill the centre 
pages of the “'Thunderer ;” we do not desire to express 
any opinion on the conclusion as a political fact, but 
only on the mode in which the result is arrived at. 

Returning to the Law Magazine, we next find an inte- 
resting account of the law affecting dramatic representa- 
tions, particularly with reference to the case of the Al- 
hambra, already noticed in these columns, in which all 


* Zimes leading article, August 3. 
t Leading article, August |. 
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the difficulties, legal and legislative, which beset the 
existing law, are clearly shown, and the conflicting 
opinions of eminent judges placed side by side, if not 
reconciled, 

We next come to an article on “ Law considered as a 
formal system,” which is—to our shame we confess it— 
so terribly abstract as not to have conveyed a single 
(lefinite concrete idea to our minds. After perusing it 
twice, we felt as we used to do after trying to read 
Ruskin, “terribly fine writing, but what on earth does 
it mean ?” and were finally obliged to abandon the quest 
in despair. 

Next comes a review of Mr. Baillie’s digest of Moohum- 
mudan law, which, as we propose to review the work in 
question ourselves, we forbear to notice. 

We then come to an article on Lord Westbury’s case, 
written with all the candour and moderation which ordi- 
narily characterises the Journal in question, but which, 
in our opinion, presses, after all, somewhat too hardly 
on the fallen judge. Ofthe merits of the Edmunds and 
Wilde scandals themselves we have already expressed 
our opinion, and the task is not so pleasing as to induce 
us to repeat the operation, but we feel constrained to 
protest against the tone of quiet sarcasm which prevades 
the article in question. We would gladly believe, if we 
could, that the prominent feeling in the mind of the 
writer was, as he says himself,— 

Rather a desire to do ample justice to an unpopular man 
who has received a heavy blow, and for whose ability and 


services we have the highest admiration, than any feeling of 


dislike towards one who has enjoyed the esteem of the pro- 
fession. 


In our opinion the very next paragraph of the article 
contradicts this profession; that there may be no mis- 
take upon the subject we give the passage in full :— 


It was naturally supposed at the bar, when Lord West- 
bury first received the great seal, that judging from his 
previous demeanour, it would be in vain for any man to 
think of approaching him as a condidate for any office, un- 
less he could show the very highest claims. Various ap- 
pointments, however, made by his Lordship, which did not 
prove very conspicuously the wonderful powers of discrimina- 
tion which he was supposed to possess, somewhat rudely shook 
this notion. And when Bethell after Bethell was appointed 
to important olflices, or transferred from one office to an- 
other, it became obvious that chancellor was only as 
cther men. During all this time, however, his lordship 
showed great zeal for the purity of the administration 
of justice in the courts under his control. Commissions 
were sent to examine into the state of the different 
bankruptey courts, and all irregular registrars and default- 
ing official assignees were treated with rigid severity. In 
some cases the vacancies were well filled up, in others there 
were suspicions that all was not right. Lt was some satis- 
faction when Mr. Richard Bethell was obliged to resign an 
office to which he ought never to have been appointed, and 
when it seemed probable that he was not likely to afford any 
trouble except to his creditors and his own family for the 
future. 

Hitherto there had only been a great deal of talk about 
some of the appointments of the Lord Chancellor, but the 
moment the Edmunds’ seandal got wind, a more serious 
aspect of affairs arose. There was some excuse for what had 
heen done before ; all that had been done had not been known, 
and the chief feeling in the publie mind was that Lord West- 
hury had not altogether exercised his patronage in a manner 
consistent with his lofty professions of purity. It was 
obvious to every one that he had committed some great 
mistakes ; we do not think it necessary to use a worse name. 
He had erred greatly in appointing too many of his own 
relatives to important offices. We have seen a list of the 
appointments made by Lord Westbury of this nature, and a 
most formidable list it is. Now, we would not be supposed 
for a moment to maintain that a Lord Chancellor, or any 
other judge, ought to pass over the members of his 
own family, provided they are sufficiently qualified, 
when vacancies in offices under his patronage occur. But it 
is quite clear that the bestowal of such offices on a man’s 
own relatives may be overdone. There is a limit which 
common sense and common decency dictate, which is some- 





times overpassed, and which we certainly think was over- 
passed by Lord Westbury. It was this, we feel assured, 
which brought upon him all the obloquy which he incurred 
in consequence of the Edmund’s scandal. 


That Lord Westbury carried the system of appro- 
priating patronage to his own family and connections 
further than ever was done before (in remarkable con- 
trast to his great Whig predecessor, who, as appears in 
this very case, used. his position to suppress unnecessary 
offices, which he might fairly have filled with his own 
relations) we have already admitted ; but this mistake 
—and a grave mistake it was—need not have called 
forth a sneering insinuation against the honesty of the 
Chancellor’s religious profession, 

Again, in speaking of the Leeds registrarship, we find 
the following passage :— 

With respect to the appointment of Mr. Welch we are not 
quite satistied that the whole of the truth on this matter has 
come out. There is no reason, certainly, for attributing to 
Lord Westbury any knowledge of the dealings of Mr. Welch 
with Mr. Richard Bethell. But the fact of these dealings 
having been clearly established, and the appointment of Mr. 
Welch having taken place in the manner in which it was 
done, form a coincidence which we think was most unfortu- 
nate for Lord Westbury. We have, however, the explicit 
statement by his Lordship of the grounds on which he ap- 
pomted Mr. Welch to the Leeds Registrarship, and we can 
only say that we are very much delighted to learn that the 
recommendation of the leaders of a man’s circuit are con- 
sidered to be of so much weight in the dispensation of 
patronage. We trust, for the sake of the public, no less than 
of the bar, that it will always be so, 

Why should the writer doubt that, Mr. Welch’s 
name having been in the Chancellor’s mind by reason of 
his son’s suggestion, the recommendations from his cir- 
cuit carried the point which, without these recommenda- 
tions, no importunities of Richard Bethell would have 
availed to carry?) That seems to us natural and pro- 
bable, That such “earwigging” must always exist so 
long as patronage exists is a lamentable fact, and that 
Lord Westbury was peculiarly open to its influence the 
disclosures in this case have proved, but we see no 
reason to doubt his Zona fides in saying that he gave cre- 
dence to the testimonials, and appointed on the strength 
thereof. That any man, not notoriously a black sheep, 
can obtain the highest testimonials from almost anyone 
to whom he may choose to apply therefor, is unhappily 
too well known to need the corroboration afforded it by 
this case. 

With the hope expressed towards the end of the 
article that the country may not lose Lord Westbury’s 
valuable services as a law reformer, we cordially sym- 
pathize, but we must again raise our voice against the 
sting which even this hope is made to carry in its tail. 

To promote this object we would also venture to suggest 
to his lordship that it would be well if he could assume a 
more conciliatory manner towards others, and avoid every 
word that can justly give offence. 

That Sir Richard Bethell at the bar was, as a matter 
of policy and part of his tactics as an advocate, always 
supercilious and often overbearing, we are ready to admit; 
and that somewhat of the same spirit occasionally 
manifested itself in Lord Westbury towards his adver- 
saries in the House ofLords cannot be denied, but we pro- 
test against the idea that it followed him to the bench. 
His manner towards junior counsel was kindness and 
courtesy itself, and we speak in the name of more than one 
of our contemporaries When we say that there are prac- 
titioners at the equity bar who will probably own their 
power of addressing the Court with ordinary calmness 
and confidence, should they ever attain it, to the con- 
descension and kindness with which they were assisted 
through their earlier failures by Lord Chancellor West- 
bury. 

It is true that this was sometimes carried a little too far, 
as, for instance, when he encouraged a gentleman well 
known as one of the leaders of the junior bar, and well 
entitled to a silk gown whenever he chooses to ask for it, 
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with the remark that he “ must learn to be a leader, and 
should not lose an opportunity ;” unless, indeed, this 
was meant asa kindly rebuke of the affectation which 
had led the counsel in question to deprecate the neces- 
sity of opening his case in the absence of his leader. 

The length to which these remarks have run leads us 
most reluctantly to abandon our intention of noticing in 
detail all the topics discussed in this excellent number 
of an excellent serial. 








WE ARE GLAD to be enabled to state that Mr. 
K. Macaulay, Q.C., has been removed from Mr. Greet’s, 
King’s-parade, to a house recently occupied by Professor 
Stokes, on the Lensfield-road. Here the learned gentle- 
man, who has somewhat improved in health, will have 
the benefit of greater quiet and purer air. 


INFANTICIDE. 
(From the Standard.) 

The trial of Charlotte Winsor at Exeter, and her con- 
demnation to death for the murder of a child, brought 
forth facts which, however much their existence may 
have been suspected, were astounding. For years past— 
indeed immemorially—rumours have prevailed that in- 
fanticide is a crime prevalent in this country to an enor- 
mous degree, and that only a small proportion of the 
cases became public. Incidents constantly crop up justi- 
fying the suspicion; but it was also occasionally whis- 
pered that there were hags who gained a livelihood by 
concealing the early sins of young girls and putting out 
of life and sight their miserable offspring. How far the 
dreadful practice has prevailed it would be the merest 
vanity to surmise; but one, at any rate, of these profes- 
sional assassins has been brought to judgment after reve- 
lations of horror almost beyond human credit. 

Mary Jane Harris, a young woman, lived last spring 
as servant at a villa in Torquay. In the previous October 
a child had been born, the burden of which appeared to 
have become insupportable, as regarded her position, 
character, and means. The friend who had hitherto been 
its nurse appears to have wearied of the charge, and upon 
this Mary Jane Harris went straightway to Mrs. Winsor, 
in a cottage near Shipway Bridge. She had known her 
before, though slightly; but whether or not any 
dark idea had entered her mind is a mystery 
upon which her evidence, or rather confession, threw 
not the faintest light. It seems probable that the 
crone with whom she bargained, guessing that the 
girl’s resources would not last long, and impatient of 
profit, herself suggested the ferocious act, at the con- 
templation of which, however, the youthful mother was 
not, even in the first instaace, particularly appalled. Yet 
this is only inconclusively suggested by her statement, 
because elsewhere she mentions opening a conversation 
by remarking, “ There has been one child already picked 
up in the country ; ” to which her companion replied— 
they bearing the doomed innocent in their arms by turns 
—*I wonder I had not got myself into it once before ; ” 
but that the scheme had not then been matured is shown 
by the sufficient supply of clothes provided for the baby. 
But the elder woman, as if recognizing in the younger a 
natural accomplice who would be prevented from betray- 
ing her fearful secrets by being casily implicated in 
them—a sentiment she afterwards expressed—began at 
once to raise the veil from the hideous trade in which 
she dealt—the murder of infants. One had been born 
in the cottage, and she suffocated it with her finger, the 
parent being dishonest enough to promise her £3 for 
the performance, and omitting to pay. Another she 
had killed “for Elizabeth Sharland,’ and thrown into 
Torbay, whence it was recovered a mass of mutilation. 
A third she had put to death for £5 to serve her 
own sister. These bargains, resembling those of the 
Ghouls in Eastern fables, were sometimes made in 
the course of personal interviews, and sometimes by 
correspondence. The ghastliness of the narrative is such, 
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that were not an Englishwoman living in Devonshire, 
now lying waiting to be hanged at Exeter, in testimony 
that an English judge and jury put faith in its perfect 
truth, we might be justified in professing ourselves 
wholly incredulous. That such a traffic should be carried 
on in our country, and our time, is a discovery which, at 
the first glance, literally shocks all belief. The two 
monsters were so callous—the listener not less than the 
reciter ; they were so thoroughly mercenary in their dis- 
cussions ; they were so utterly without a throb of tender- 
ness for the little being, even then at its mother’s bosom, 
that human nature is fairly astonished. Thus far for the 
hag of Shipway Bridge, and her tale told to the miserable 
and wicked girl she was only too rapidly and too easily 
tempting. 

The next section of the narrative exhibits the progress 
of this villanous negociation. <A slight spasm of fear— 
not of conscience—touched the heart of Mary Jane 
Harris, and she asked, “ are you not afraid?” ‘“ No,” the 
elder woman answered, with a curse ; “ it’s doing good.” 
“T will help any one,’ she added, “ that will never split 
on me.” They sat together—these two Macbeth witches 
—for another half hour, the professional murderess ob- 
serving that she would do whatever she could for the 
child. What she meant became clear a fortnight after- 
wards when, upon the girl Harris visiting her infant in 
Winsor’s kitchen, the woman bluntly said, ** will you give 
me £5 if I do away with it?” This to a mother who 
was dandling her baby on her knee. And the mother’s 
reply was, “I have not the £5 with me.” Language 
could add nothing to the mere blank and dead horror 
of a scene like this—the assassin bargaining for a 
price, the parent desirous of cheapening the bargain 
—the child present and unconscious of what a £5 would 
do for it, and Charlotte Winsor, as if to overcome 
her accomplice’s reluctance, offering to slaughter forty 
innocents if they were brought to her. Anda strange 
part of the history is, that the wretched creature did not 
live alone, as might have been anticipated, but dwelt 
with her husband and a servant maid, and from this 
point a suggestion seems to emanate that she represented 
herself to Harris as worse than she had really been, from 
some motive connected with a sudden fit of avarice. 
However, on the night of the crime, sending the servant 
out, and locking herself with the baby and Harris in the 
kitchen, she asked whether she should “do it.” The 
mother of the poor child that was “tied in the chair, 
playing,” said, “ How?” The answer was, “ Between the 
bed-ticks ;” and going out with the child, Charlotte Winsor 
remained in the dark in the servants bedroom. The 
mother heard no cry; but the murderess declared she did, 
and was frightened. Next, the body was brought out 
stripped, locked in a box, and ultimately found floating 
along the beach at Torquay. Nor must we omit to note, 
Charlotte Winsor’s easy exclamation when poison was 
mentioned—that she could get plenty of “stuff” at the 
chemists. We have here a series of incidents, confessed 
by one murderess to the ruin of her accomplice, upon 
which few romancists of the sensation school would 
venture, and to which it would be difficult to find any 
proved parallel even in the darkest pages of our criminal 
calendars. That the witness may have exaggerated the 
general guilt of the prisoner, and that her own attempts 
at self-exoneration were pitiful failures, must be allowed; 
but nothing in the record of evidence, the speech for the 
defence—unsupported by any witness—or in the sum- 


| ming up of the judge, appears to warrant the least doubt 


that the narrative, however marvellous, is substantially 
true, and that a righteous verdict has been returned. 

The effect upon the public mind of a revelation like 
this must be considerable. Discoveries of the bodies of 
infants in London and the provinces are so numerous, 
and the numbers are so far from decreasing, that two 
suggestions, made last year to an association which does 
not appear to be peculiarly active, at once recommend 
themselves—the first, an increased vigilance in house- 
holds, and early warnings to the authorities; the second, 
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a lessening of the temptations or fears which lead to the 
crime thus horribly reduced to a profession. It is the 
easiest of all things to ask why we do not take hints from 
India ; why, if we have suppressed infanticide in New 
Zealand, we let it run riot in Devonshire; and why our 
Indian and Polynesian precedents are not followed. The 
reply is, that if we deal with this question at all, it must 
be from a totally opposite starting point; and there will be 
very little use in dealing with it at all so long as juries, 
led away by counsel’s speeches and manufactured medical 
evidence, so constantly permit young murderesses to go 
unpunished. This woman, Charlotte Winsor, will pro- 
bably be hanged; but while girls committing the crime 
of destroying their offspring know that if detected 
they will in nine cases out of ten be either acquitted 
or subject to the light penalties of misdemeanour, this 
class of offences will never diminish. They will run the 
risk of the minor verdict when the probabilities of death 
or dreary terms of penal servitude might induce them to 
face before the world the consequences of their own trans- 
gression. The subject divides itself into many branches; 
but those who discuss them more frequently than other- 
wise fall into the error of sentimentalizing or of con- 
structing by one stroke of the Legislature a new social 
system, involving a considerable re-adjudgment of human 
nature itself. The evil of infanticide must be grappled 
with, if possible, since the prevalence of the crime is a 
scandal to the age; and yet none are fit to discuss it who 
will not begin by acknowledging its difficulties. 


BRITISH CLAIMS UPON THE AMERICAN GOVERN- 
MENT. 
[COMMUNICATED.*] 

During the last sitting of the last Parliament, the British 
public became assured of the fact that claims to a very great 
amount had been made and were urged upon the Government 
of this country for losses of American citizens, arising from 
captures by Confederate cruizers fitted out in English ports. 
We do not propose to discuss whether these claims have any 
foundation in law; but, assuming that they are sustainable, 
we will show that on this side of the Atlantic there exist 
claims of British shipowners and merchants against the 
Government of the States far exceeding in amount, and more 
sustainable at law, though at present in abeyance through 
the supineness of the home Government. 

The claims to which we address ourselves arise out of the 
American blockade. 

The real character of this blockade has been throughout 
misunderstood by some, and wilfully misrepresented by 
others. It has been assumed, or asserted to have been, a 
blockade governed in respect of this country by the prin- 
ciples of the old Anglo-American law which formerly pre- 
vailed. This, however, was not so. The president’s pro- 
clamation, under which the blockade was declared, made 
and published a new law as between this country and the 
States. As being a new law, it was necessarily a relaxation 
of some of the harsher principles of the old law, for, as awhole, 
nothing could ever have been contrived inore entirely in the 
interest of belligerents than the principles which formerly 
regulated blockades and their consequences. This may be 
easily illustrated. 

By the old law a vessel sailing from England with the in- 
tention of going to a blockaded port, might be lawfully 
captured by the belligerent who imposed and maintained 
the blockade, if she were taken at the outset of the voyage 
within hail of our own coast, provided, of course, she had 
gone that distance which nations have agreed to be the line 
separating territory from sea. ‘‘From the moment (says 
Lord Stowell) of a (neutral) vessel quitting a(neutral) porton 
a hostile destination, the offence is complete, and it is not 
necessary to wait until the goods are actually endeavouring 
to enter the enemy’s port” (Zima, 3 Rob. p. 168). Again, if 

* By Henry C. Coote, Esq., of Doctors’ Commons. 








the same vessel succeeded in her intention by safely arriving 
at the blockaded port, and there discharged her cargo, and 
afterwards left, she might be lawfully captured by the 
belligerent anywhere in blue water for both or either of two 
offences, viz., for having broken the blockade in the anterior 
part of her voyage by entering the blockaded port, and also 
for thus escaping from it (Welwaart, 2 Rob. p. 128, and 
Jufirow Maria, 3 Rob. p. 153), and this delict adhered to 
her until the termination of her voyage, and her arrival at 
home. 

Throughout the intermediate period she was continuously 
liable to seizure. With the end of the voyage only terminated 
the otience which had rendered her liable to lawful capture. 

No prefatory notice was required by the law. The neutral 
was swooped upon by the belligerent with no preliminary 
save force. 

This was the precise state of the law, anteriorly to the re- 
laxation of which we shall speak. Such a law existed in all 
its rigour, both for and against America. But, as being a 
law which was peculiarly the property and privilege of a 
belligerent, it was enforceable against neutrals to that ex- 
tent of its principles only to which the belligerent had shown 
his adherence. The possession of a right does not neces- 
sitate cither its retention or its application. Any state 
equally as any individual has the power to abandon a right 
or a privilege though it is not, of course, in the legal power 
of a state any more than it is in the legal power of an indi- 
vidual, to extend or enlarge a right or a privilege. 

The right to put this old law into practice had devolved 
upon the American Government at the outbreak of their late 
domestie war, and it was fully privileged to use this right 
against the neutrals of Europe. 

The American Government, however, without the least delay 
after the commencement of its internal hostilities, thought 
fit to exercise that other right which, as we have said, 
belongs to nations as well as to individuals. It abandoned 
towards neutrals the harshest part of the old law—that very 
portion of it which had, so oft of old, converted a neutral 
into an antagonist. 

On the 19th of April, 1861, President Lincoln issued a 
proclamation, establishing (/ater alia) a blockade, and regu- 
lating the proceedings of the vessels by which the blockade 
would be maintained. In this proclamation the late presi- 
dent says :— 

“For this purpose (i.¢., the blockade), a competent force 
will be posted so as to prevent entrance and exit of vessels 
from the ports aforesaid. If, therefore, with a view to violate 
such blockade, a vessel shall approach, or shall attempt 
to leave either (s/c.) of the said ports, she will be duly 
warned by the commander of ove of the blockading vessels, 
who will endorse on her register the fact and date of such 
warning, and if the same vessel shall again attempt to enter 
or leave the blockaded port, she will be captured, and sent 
to the nearest convenient port for such proceedings against 
her and her cargo as prize as may be deemed advisable.” 

Nothing can be more explicit than these terms in which 
the American executive abandoned the old practice of block- 
ade. Nothing, also, could be more formal than the mode in 
which the abandonment was made, for the proclamation was 
afterwards duly notified to the English administration ; and, 
in order that there should be no mistake about its meaning, 
the two friendly governments, by their ministers, discussed 
and finally settled its true import and intention. 

On the 27th of April, 1861, Mr. Seward communicated 
several printed copies of the proclamation to Lord Lyons, 
who, in turn, transmitted to Lord Russell two of these 
copies and Mr, Seward’s note. The letter of Lord Lyons and 
its contents were received by Lord Russell on the 14th of 
May, 1861, and the proclamation itself was shortly after- 
wards Gazetted. The matter did not rest here. On the 2nd 
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of May, 1861, Lord Lyons addressed to Lord Russel! a letter, 
in which, after mentioning (inter alia) that he had had a 
long conversation with Mr. Seward on the 29th of April, 1861, 
the former proceeds as follows:— 

“‘The principal point to which I drew Mr. Seward’s at- 
tention, was the extreme vagueness of the information 
which was given to us. I referred him to the notifications 
of blockades made by Great Britain during the late war 
with Russia, and pointed out to him the eare and precision 
with which every particular was stated in them. 1] asked 
whether it was intended to issue similar notices for each 
Southern port as soon as the actual blockade of it should 
commence. The reply which I received was that the prac- 
tice of the United States was not to issue such notices, but 
to notify the blockade individually to each vessel approach- 
ing the blockaded port, and to inseribe a memorandum of 
the notice having been given on the ship’s papers. No 
vessel was liable to seizure which had not been individually 
warned. This plan had, | was assured, been found to be in 
practice the most convenient and the fairest to all parties. 
The fact of there being blockading vessels present to give the 
warning, was the best notice and best proof that the port 
was virtually and effectually blockaded.” 

In all this, therefore, there was a defined and intelligible 
relaxation of the old law. The proclamation made the law 
stand thus :— 

Notice was to be given by the belligerent to the neutral 
vessel warning her not to persevere in her illegal des- 
tination, If she rejected that notice, and prosecuted that 
destination, this persistence, coupled with the notice, 
created a delict which did not anteriorly exist, and which 
could not have existed without them. 

The neutral was to be entitled to the 
which should avert her course, whether she were G00, 60, or 
6 miles off the blockaded port, whether she sighted the 
wooded promontory of Mount Kdgecumbe, or approached 
the low shores of Charleston, and, until this notice should be 
given, she was to be as free and uncapturable in the face of 
the belligerent as in her own territorial waters. 

The right of the Americans to abandon or relax a privilege 
being irrefragable, it is equally clear that after a public 
and formal notification of abandonment or relaxation, the 
right affected thereby could not be resume. except upon 
an equally public and formal notification of the resump- 
tion. 

No such resumption, however, was made. 
therefore, effected without the previous notice of the belli- 
gerent and persistence of the neutral, were illegal, and all 
judicial condemnations ignoring the proclamation where its 


warning notice 


All captures 


provisions were invocable were contrary to law. 

But of captures of English vessels and their cargoes made 
under circumstances which in this view of the law are wholly 
untenable, we have reason to believe that as their numbers 
are immense so their value is enormous. 

The North American courts having to the highest judica- 
ture systematically ignored the proclamation and its provi- 
sions, the relief which law can give has been shown to be 
impracticable. And it now only remains for the English 
Government to do its duty towards its own subjects. 

For the public papers mentioned in the course of the article, the 
reader is referred to “‘ Correspondence with the United States Govern- 


ment respecting blockade,”’ presented to both Houses of Parliament 
by command of her Majesty, 1861. 





CoNFEDERATE Corron CLaims.—The Attorney-General of 
the United States has recently given an opinion that the 
President has not the power to appoint a commission to de- 
cide upon claims for the cotton captured at Savannah, Mo- 
bile, Wilmington, and other Southern cities. Claimants 
must seek relief through the Prize Courts. At the ap- 
proaching session of Congress a law will, no doubt, be passed 
providing a court to adjust these claims. 
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COMMON LAW. 


ACTION FOR NEGLIGENCE PER QUOD SERVITIUM AMISIT. 
Alton and Another v. The Midland Railvay Company, 
C. P., 13 W. R., 918. 

This was an action, admitted by the counsel for the 
plaintiffs in the argument, to be entirely without prece- 
dent, and, on that account alone, it deserves the atten- 
tion of our readers. It is also valuable as containing a 
very clear enunciation by the Court of Common Pleas, cf 
the principles which govern the right of a master to sue 
for loss of his servant’s services caused by the mis- 
feasance of a third person. “I think,” said Mr. Justice 
Byles in the course of his judgment, “there has been no 
more important case than the present in this Court for 
many years.” 

The plaintiffs were brewers, and the declaration alleged 
that one Baxter, their servant, was, whilst in the course 
of his employment, received by the defendants to be 
safely carried as a passenger from Trent to Nottingham 
for hire and reward to the defendants; that it thereupon 
became the defendants’ duty to use proper care in con- 
veying him, yet that they did not safely carry him, but 
so negligently conducted themselves that he was seriously 
injured and disabled from going about his work for 
several weeks, “ whereby the plaintiffs, during all such 
time Jost the services of the said Baxter in their said 
business, and the said business suffered great loss and 
injury, &c.” The defendants pleaded that they had con- 
tracted with Baxter to carry him as a passenger, and 
they received him under the terms of that contract; that 
they had not contracted with the plaintiffs to carry 
him, and that the matter complained of in the declara- 
tion was not a breach of any contract between the plain- 
tiffs and the defendants, but of a contract between the 
There were cross-demurrers to the 
declaration and plea. The argument of Mr. Keane for 
the plaintiffs may be briefly stated as follows:—To 
support this action no contract is necessary provided the 
person injured is lawfully on the defendant's line for the 
purpose of being carried. Railway companies are com- 
mon carriers, and as such have a duty cast on them 
wholly independent of contract. If they fail to perform 
that duty they are liable to every member of the public 
who is interested in its performance. Now here the 
plaintiffs and Baxter stood in the relation of master and 
rant, and the latter met with an accident through the 
defendant’s wrongful neglect. Under these circum- 
stances the master, who has a property in his servant’s 
services, has a remedy against the company. In the 
action of seduction, the defendant’s act is, in its incep- 
tion, neither illegal or wrongful, if the person seduced 
assents, yet there he is answerable to the master for any 
loss of her services which may afterwards be incurred. 
Here the act of the defendants was in itself wrongful, 
and, @ fortiori, therefore they are liable to the master. 
No case, it is true, can be cited exactly similar to the 
present, but in Lrerard v. Hopkins, 2 Balst. 332, Lord 
Coke puts a very similar one. Suppose, he says, a master 
sent his servant to pay money for him on a penalty in 
bond, and by the way a smith, in shoeing, pricks the 
horse, so that the money is not paid, then “this being 
the servant’s horse, he shall have an action on the case 
for pricking of his horse, and the master also shall have 
his action on the case for the special wrong that he hath 
sustained by the non-payment of his money occasioned 
by this.” In that case, asin this, there would be no con- 
tract between the master and the wrongdoer. 

The defendants’ counsel on the other hand contended 
that the plaintifis could not recover either on authority 
or on principle. It was admitted that there was no 
precedent, and how, it was asked, upon principle, could 
there be a liability where there was no privity between 
the parties and therefore no damages in the contempla- 
tion of either. Railway companies are not within the 
customs of the realm except as carriers of goods; as 
carriers of passengers their liabilities arise out of their 
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being bailees. They have a duty towards the person 
carried or towards the person making the contract of 
carriage, but towards no one else. In Langridge v. Levy, 
2M.& W. 519, in error,4 M. & W. 837, an action for 
damage sustained by the bursting of a gun in the hands 
of the plaintiff’s son, whereby he was injured, was held 
maintainable, but only on the ground that the damage 
was the proximate and contemplated consequence of the 
defendant’s act, and Parke, B., in that case, expressly 
declined to acquiesce in the proposition laid down by 
one of the counsel in argument, that “ wherever a duty is 
imposed on a person by contract or otherwise, and that 
duty is violated, any one who is injured by the violation 
of it may have a remedy against the wrongdoer.” And 
Abinger, C.B., in Winterbotham v. Wright,10 M,& W. 
109, insists that the operation of such contracts must be 
confined to the parties to them, otherwise the “most 
absurd and outrageous consequences” would ensue. So 
also Maule, J., in Zollit v. Sherstone, 5 M. & W. 288, 289, 
held it to be clear that no action of contract could be 
maintained by a person not a party thereto ; and “the 
same principle,” he adds, “applies to an action of tort 
arising out of a contract.” 

The Court held that in the principal case the action 
was not maintainable. On the face of the declaration it 
was clear that the relationship between Baxter and the 
defendants arose out of contract, and by the plea the point 
was made still clearer. While, therefore, it was indispu- 
table that if the servant had been injured by something 
ex delicto, the plaintiffs would have had an action for 
consequential damage, it was, at the same time, equally 
plain that they had no remedy where their servant had 
been injured, not by a tort, but by a breach of contract, 
or a tort arising out of a contract. The argument of 
Mr. Keane really amounted to an assertion that, because 
the tenant might have sued in contract or in tort at his 
election, he might, by selecting one form (viz., tort), ex- 
tend the right of action to strangers. In the course of 
his judgment, Byles, J., gave some instances of the “ab- 
surd and outrageous consequences ” to which Lord Abin- 
ger referred. The maker of an improperly made 
anchor, for example, would be liable to the seller, the 
seller to the shipowner, and so on through all the 
stories of a sort of legal “house that Jack built.” Even 
some person, whose servant was injured, might sue the 
maker of the iron. Take, again, the case of a servant 
who suffers injury in consequence of a surgeon, in atten- 
dance on him, employing a defective instrument; there 
the master might sue the maker of the instrument. In 
short, the principle contended for by the plaintiffs would 
introduce interminable litigation. It would consequently 
be very unwise to lend it a judicial sanction. Jnterest 
reipublice ut sit finis litium. 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Deputy-Commissioner WINSLOW. ) 

July 28.—In ve A. D, Leather.—An adjourned sitting 
for examination was held under the failure of Mr. A. D. 
Leather, who was a solicitor and attorney, carrying on busi- 
ness at 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, It appeared that the bank- 
rupt was formerly in partnership with Mr. Wilkinson ; that 
firm was dissolved in December, 1863. The bankrupt had 
been requested to file a cash account as from October, 1863, 
and in consequence of the voluminous nature of this account 
he had not been able to complete it. The unsecured debts 
are returned at £14,117 ; secured debts at £17,085; with 
assets about ten shillings in the pound, 

Mr. Sorred/ appeared for the assignees; Mr. Reed for Mr. 
Fleming, a creditor ; and Mr. Brough for the bankrupt. 





Atter a short examination with regard to a bill of exchange | 


which had been handed to the bankrupt for the purpose of 
discounting, and it appearing that an arrangement with 
creditors was pending, 

The Courr ordered an adjournment until the 2nd Novem- 
ber, at twelve o'clock. 





| prisoner, in the sum of £20. 


Aug. 1.—In re Edis,—His Honour said this was an 
application by several creditors for the costs of summoning 
and examining the trustee under a deed with regard to the 
administration of the estate. It was the duty of such 
trustees to give to creditors full information as to their 
receipts and payments under the deed; and if not given, 
the cost of obtaining such information would probably be 
thrown upon them. The deed in this case was dated in 
May, 1864; several personal and written applications to 
the trustee for information were disregarded, and several 
summonses were issued, all of which he treated with contempt. 
At length the Court was compelled to issue a warrant ; 
this brought him to his senses; and he undertook, if 
released, to furnish the accounts and give the information 
required. He had since furnished an account and been 
examined on the items of it. Having offered no sufficient 
excuse for his refusal, he must pay all the cests of those 
proceedings personally, with the exception of the costs 
of the sitting, at which he was actually examined, and 
also the costs of one or two summonses, which were informal. 

(Before Mr. Registrar BroucHam.) 

July 27.—In ve O. W. Lloyd.—At a first meeting under 
the bankruptcy of Mr. O. W. Lloyd, solicitor of St. Swithin’s- 
lane, and Davis-street, Berkeley-square, several proofs of 
debt were tendered and admitted, and Mr. Saffery, accountant 
of Old Jewry-chambers, was appointed creditors’ assignee. 
The debts are returned at £8,000 in the aggregate, and the 
assets consists of bills of costs and balances arising from 
secured property. 

Mr. Lawrance appeared as solicitor to the petition. 





CLERKENWELL POLICE-COURT. 

Aug. 1.—Herbert Forrester, who described himself as a 
law student, residing at 124, Pentonville-road, was charged 
before Mr. Barker with assaulting Mr. and Mrs, Charles 
Hunt, of 7, Chapel-grove, Somers-town, in the Euston-road. 

The case itself presents no circumstances of interest to the 
profession; but a point of some consequence arose when a 
Mr. Forrester, brother of the defendant, proposed to cross- 
examine the witnesses. 

Mr. Alexander (chief clerk).—Are you a solicitor ? 

Mr. Forrester.—I am. I was admitted after last Trinity 
Term. 

Mr. Alexander (clerk).—I see your name is not in the 
Law List. Have you got your certificate with you ? 

Mr. Forrester.—May name could not be in the Law List 
of this year, as I was not admitted until after it was printed; 
and as for my certificate, I have not got it with me. 

Mr. Alexander.—If you have not got your certificate we 
cannot allow you to practice. 

Mr. Forrester.—It is not usual for attorneys to carry their 
certificates about with them. 

Mr. Alexander.—You will find it is. We only do this 
for the sake of the profession. If persons are allowed to 
come and say they have a certificate, and do not produce it, 
we shall be overrun with persons who pretend to be at- 
torneys. 

Mr. Forrester.—I say I was admitted after last Trinity, 
and have a right to be heard.* 

He was then permitted to act. 





THAMES POLICE COURT. 

** He that hateth suretyship is sure.”—Philip Schmidt, also 
called Smith appeared before Mr. Partridge, on a sum- 
mons calling on him to show cause why he should not pay 
£20, the amount of a recognisance he had entered into for 
the appearance of a man named Frederick Wilking, to an- 
swer a charge of assaulting and wounding Anna Catherine 
Struver. 

Mr. Charles Young, solicitor, stated the case for the pro- 
secution. On the 17th of the present month, a German 
named Wilking, a sugar-baker, was brought before Mr. 
Knox, then presiding at the Thames police-court, on a charge 
of wounding Anna Catherine Struver. Mr. Knox remanded 
the case for eight days, and agreed to accept bail for the 
The prisoner offered himself 
as surety, swore he was worth £20 after all his debts were 
paid, and his bail was accepted. Wilking had absconded to 
Germany. He had now, therefore, to ask the magistrate to 

* There must be some mistake in this; no such name appears in 
the official list of admissions, published in this Journal, for Trinity 


Term last, nor in the list of candiqates who passed the final examina- 
tion in that term. 
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estreat Wilking’s recognizance, and also to call upon the de- 
fendant to pay £20, or be committed for three months, un- 
less he had snfficient goods and chattels on which the 
amount could be levied by warrant of distress. 

The defendant said he was not worth a farthing. 

Mr. ParrrinceE asked the defendant if he was possessed 
of sufficient goods and chattels on which the amount could 
be levied by distress, 

The defendant said he had no goods at all. 

Mr. Stoddart thought it would be a hard case to make the 


defendant p Lo money, or send him to prison. The 
accused, Wilking, had gone to Germany, and might pos- 
sibly return. 


Mr. Parrrincs said it did not matter where the accused 
was, or where he was gone to. It was not a hard case at all. 
The defendant must suffer in person or in pocket. People 
came to police-courts, and without consideration or inqniry 
became bail for others. The defendant had sworn last week 
that he was worth £20, and he turned out to be a man of 
straw. Putting in bail in police-courts was not a mere 
form, as he was about to convince the defendant, who on his 
own admission that day had been guilty of perjury. He 
should put the law in force by sentencing the prisoner to be 
imprisoned for three months. 

Next day, however, Mr. Bishop, an attorney, waited on 
the magistrate, and said he was directed by the prisoner's 
employer, who could not spare him, to pay the £20 and 
obtain his release. 

Mr. Partripcr.—The man has gone to prison, and I 
cannot receive the money. 

Mr. Bishop inquired what prison the defendant had been 
sent to. 

Mr. Bowdler, the second clerk, replied to the House of 
Correction. 

Mr. Bishop.—I will proceed there and pay the money at 
once, 

Mr. Parrripcr.—On the payment of the £20 at the 
prison, the defendant will be released. 


ASSIZE INTELLIGENCE, 
Home Circuit, 
CROYDON, 

(Before Mr, Baron Picorr.) 

Aug. 1.—The horrors of a Convict’s life. —Thomas Jarvis, 
43, tailor, who seemed to be quite a cripple, and who limped 
into the dock upon crutches, was charged with feloniously 
and maliciously wounding William Mose, with intent to 
murder him. In other counts the prisoner was charged 
with an intent to do the prosecutor grievous bodily harm. 

Mr. Poland prosecuted on behalf of the Treasury. This 
case created a great deal of interest on account of the cireum- 
stances under which the alleged offence was committed, and 
the extraordinary narrative made by the prisoner as to the 
motives that had induced him to commit the crime. It was 
proved that the prisoner, who was a convict a Woking, was, 
on the 29th of June last, confined in one of the refractory 
cells, On that day Mr. William Mose, the Scripture reader 


at the prison, visited him in his cell, and asked him how he | 


was. He replied, ‘*1 am poorly—very poorly.” After 
some further remarks the prisoner shifted towards him, and 
made two stabs at him, and wounded him near the wrist and 
at the back of hisarm. The last wound bled a great deal, 
and he ran out of the cell to the surgery, where Dr. Camp- 
bell, the medical officer, attended to him. 

A warder deposed that he accompanied the last witness 
into the prisoner's cell, and assisted to search for the knife. 
The prisoner said it was no use their searching, for an angel 
had brought it to him, and an angel had taken it away 
again. The prisoner then said, ‘‘ The poor fellow must have 
seen him when he came in, as he was sitting by my side. 
If that man dies to-morrow he will go to heaven, for he is a 
Christian.” When the knife had been found, the prisoner 
said, ‘*1’ll encompass Dr. Campbell’s life yet, the villain.” 

It appeared that the prisoner had been repeatedly 
punished for disorderly conduct, but no evidence of violence 
or insubordination on his part was given; on the contrary, 
it was admitted by the officers that he had been in prison 
for eight years, and during that time had always behaved 


civilly and respectfully, as a prisoner should do towards an | 


officer. When in the refractory ward, it had always been 
for complaints that had been made of his conduct in the 
infirmary. 

The prisoner, in a long and able address to the jury, 


stated that the only object he had in committing the act 
imputed to him was that he might have an opportunity of 
exposing the cruel and diabolical practices to which he and 
his fellow convicts were subjected, and had driven him to do 
what he had done for the purpose of eseaping from the hands 
of those whom he looked upon as his intended murderers. 
The public were led to believe that the convict system was 
just and merciful, and that means were afforded to the con- 
viet of a moral and religious reformation, but this was far 
from the fact, and the real truth was, that a convict was ten 
times more the child of hell when he left a convict prison 
than when he entered it. He had made a representation to 
the governor of the abominable practices that were going on, 
and the result was that he was punished for making the 
complaint, and the only ground for his being sentenced to 
this punishment of six months’ penal class diet was that 
he had resisted the cruel treatment to which he had been 
subjected, and he would inform the jury how this happened: 
he had complained on a former occasion of the systematic 
plunder of the convicts’ rations that was pursued, and for 
this he was sentenced to nine months’ penal class diet at 
Millbank. The medical officer there, Dr. Guy, was a humane, 
good man, and seeing his condition, he would not allow the 
sentence to be carried out, and he remained in the infirmary 
the whole of the nine months, when he was sent back to 
Woking. He was sent to the infirmary, and one of the 
warders removed two other convicts who were in bed near 
him to another part of the ward, and then told him that he 
should have plenty of fresh air, and he ordered the windows 
directly opposite to his bed to be opened, and they were kept 
open day and night for fourteen days, and the consequence 
was that his malady was very much increased, all the bad 
symptoms returned, and he became entirely deaf with one of 
his ears. When he complained to Dr. Campbell the only 
reply he made was that he had only just returned from 
Millbank, and he was again begmning his old games, and 
when he said that they must think him either a fool ora 
madinan to lie there and have his life destroyed, Dr. Camp- 
bell told him he should report him to the governor for inso- 
lence. He did so, but the governor would not act in the 
matter until the Director of Prisons came, and then, upon 
the statements made to him by the officials of the prison, he 
was sentenced to six months’ penal class diet for insubor- 
| dinate conduct. He had been guilty of no other act of in- 
subordination than what he had stated. He had merely 
remonstrated against the cruel treatment te which he had 
been subjected, In the state in which he was at the time 
he might almost as well have been sentenced to death. The 
public would not believe the cruel treatment to which the 
unhappy convicts were subjected. One part of their system 
of treatment was that no prisoner was allowed to sleep more 
than two hours. At the expiration of that period an officer 
went round the prison, and knocked with his keys at every 
| cell, and if the prisoner did not answer, he went in and 

pulled the clothes off him, and awoke him. The prisoner 
| then went on to say that he had no malice towards the pro- 
secutor, Whom he knew was a good Christian man, but he 
thought it was a less crime to commit the assault upon him 
than upon one of the officials of the gaol, against whom he 
entertained a feeling of malice, but he declared that he 
wrapped a piece of rag round the blade of the knife, so that 
it could not possibly enter the arm toa greater depth than 
an inch, and he asserted most solemnly that his sole motive 
was that he might be committed for trial, and thus have an 
opportunity of letting the public know the cruel treatment 
he had received. 

Mr. Baron Picorr briefly summed up, and the jury, after 
a short deliberation, acquitted the prisoner of the felonious 
portion of the charge, and found him guilty only of un- 
lawfully wounding. 

Mr. Baron Picorr said he would consider what should be 
done with the prisoner. 

Aug. 2.—Mr. Baron Picorr then said the jury had found 
the prisoner guilty of the offence of unlawfully wounding, 
and upon the evidence it was quite clear that they could not 
have come to any other conclusion. It appeared that, with 
very short intervals of three and six mouths, he had passed 
the life of a convict since the year 1849, and he had been 
originally sentenced to twenty years’ transportation, and in 
1862 he was again convicted and sentenced to six years’ 
| penal servitude, and was undergoing that punishment when 





| he committed the offence of which he had been now con- 


victed. He had therefore served a long apprenticeship as a 
convict, and had been in several convict establishments. 
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He had, on the previous day, made a statement which was 
calculated to create a feeling in the public mind that con- 
victs were subjected to ill-treatment, and he appeared to 
entertain the opinion that convict prisons ought to be 
merely places of retirement for persons who were tired 
of their vicious course of life. He, and others in his posi- 
tion, must understand that this was not so. Convict prisons 
were intended to be places of punishment ; but the prisoner 
did not seem to think that this was their object. Such an 
offence as this could not be passed over without severe 
punishment, and he thought the jury had taken a very 
merciful view of his conduct when they found him guilty 
only of unlawfully wounding. He was bound to pass a 
sentence of five years penal servitude, but he should direct 
that the sentence should date from the present time, so that 
the effect would be that he would have to undergo an addi- 
tional period of punishment of three years at the expira- 
tion of his former sentence. 

The prisoner said he was extremely grateful to his Lord- 
ship for the kind attention he had given to his case, and for 
the leniency with which he had dealt with him. 





MIDLAND CixculrT. 
LINCOLN. 

July 29.—On Friday and Saturday the judge of the Nisi 
Prius Court was engaged in investigating actions for libel 
against the Lincoln and Stamford Mercury, Lincoln Gazette, 
Lincolnshire Chronicle, and Boston Guardian. They were 
brought by Mr. John Sorfleet Sneath, a financial agent, re- 
siding in the Edgware-road, London. The case which was 
first gone into was that of 

Sneath v. Newcoinb.—The damages were laid at £2,000, 
Mr, W. D. Seymour, Q.C., Mr. Field, Q.C., and Mr. Beasley, 
for the plaintiff, and Mr. Serjt. O’Brien, and Mr. Wills, 
for the defendant. 

Defendant pleaded not guilty. 

The libel complained of was published in the Stamford 
Mercury of the 26th of May last. It was headed ‘* An Ad- 
venturer,” and it concluded thus :—‘* At length, however, 
finding that Boston was too narrow a sphere for his labours, 
he removed to London, where he has latterly been engaged 
in getting up joint stock companies for a variety of purposes. 
His last scheme was to raise a limited liability company to 
purchase Wombwell’s menagerie. This does not seem to 
have taken, and so our adventurer was obliged to adopt 
some other resource. He was lost sight of for a time, 
but en Saturday week he again came before the public ; 
this time in the criminal dock in one of the London 
police conrts, on a charge of having obtained by false pre- 
tenees £2,000 worth of jewellery from the celebrated firm of 
Harry Emanuel & Co, A reward of £100 had been offered 
for hisapprehension. Information which led to his detection 
was given by a young man named Jackson (son of the re- 
lieving officer of Kirton, near Boston), who had been some 
time in his employ. He was remanded until the following 
‘Tuesday, when he was again brought up, and the witnesses 
for the prosecution were in attendance. The transformation 
in his appearance was wonderful; instead of the heavy 
swell, decorated with a profusion of rings and jewellery, 
with his face covered with, moustache and Dundreary 
whiskers, and long beard, he now appeared as a seedy-look- 
ing vagabond, clad in rags and tatters, with his hair cut in 
the Newgate fashion. All his profusion of whiskers, mous- 
tache, and beard had disappeared, and the change in his 
looks was so great that even those who knew him best could 
svarcely recognise him. Neither Mr. Emanuel nor his assis- 
tant would venture to swear to him, and he was accordingly 
liberated.” 

The whole of this story turned out to have been fabricated 
by young Jackson for some unexplained reason. On the 
discovery of this fact the Mercury inserted the following 
apology :—** It was with great surprise that we learnt at 
the beginning of this week, from a statement which ap- 
peared in a local paper, that Mr.Emanuel had not been 
defrauded in the way stated, that Mr. Sneath had not been 
charged with any such offence, and that in fact his pre- 
tended examination at the police-court, where it was said 
h+ could not be identified on account of a change in his ap- 
pearance, Was a pure fabrication. What can have been the 
object of those who were instrumental in originating the 
statement it is ditlicult to divine.” 

Mr. Serjt. O'Brien, for the defence, called Mr. Para- 
dise, the editor of the Mercury, who stated that the libel 





was received in the ordinary course, and that he had no 
ill-feeling against the plaintiff; and Mr. James Bontoft, 
who wrote the libel, and declared that he never saw or 
heard of any contradiction to it until several days after- 
wards, 

Mr. Serjt. O’Brien then summed up the evidence, con- 
tending that it was most unfortunate that the correspondents 
should have been hoaxed by the lad Jackson, and insisting 
that a very moderate amount of damages would suffice, as 
all the charges had been retracted by the defendant. 

The jury, after an houwr’s deliberation, found a verdict for 
the plaintiff—damages £200. 

On Saturday morning the other cases were gone into, and 
the judge, at the request of counsel, assessed the damages as 
under—against the Boston Guardian, £50 ; against the Lin- 
coln Gazette, which had made an apology and paid £5 into 
Court, £15 ; and against the Lincolnshire Chronicle, £10. 


WESTERN Circult. 
EXETER. 
(Before Mr. Justice WILLEs and a Special Jury.) 

Stoate v. Holl and Others.—My. Carter and Mr. C. A. 
Turner were counsel for the plaintiff, and Mr. Coleridge, 
Q.C., and Mr. Howard for the defendants, 

The plaintiff was a barrister residing on some property 
that he had lately become possessed of at Alleford, near 
Minehead, in Somersetshire. The defendants were magis- 
trates of the county of Devon, and the action was brought 
to recover damages for a false imprisonment. A summons 
had been taken out against the plaintiff for cruelty to 
animals in not providing some sheep with sufficient food. 
The case was heard before the magistrates at Tiverton, who 
committed Mr. Stoate to the House of Correction for six 
weeks, Mr. Stoate gave notice of appeal, and after being 
detained three days was liberated on bail. When the 
appeal came on to be heard the conviction was quashed. In 
the meantime between the conviction and the appeal the 
plaintiff brought the present action. It was objected on the 
part of the defendants that the action would not lie, it 
having been brought too soon, and 

Mr. Justice WiILLEs held the objection to be good ; where- 
upon the plaintiff was nonsuited. 





CONSTANCE KENT'S CASE, 

Sir,—I have read your article on the subject of what 
may or may not be the just punishment due to the culprit 
Constance Kent, and am strongly convinced of the true 
position of its statements and arguments, as also, I have 
no doubt, must be most persons possessing ordinary 
minds, but I trust you will pardon me in suggesting that had 
the scaffold been raised for the execution of this juvenile 
murderer, three-fourths of the nation would have thought 
the act a piece of cruelty on the part of the Government, 
answering no purpose of good, seeing that the murder was 
committed so long since. I admit that this is no reason 
for the law not being put in force, but some regard must be 
paid to the sentiments of the public. W.S. 1 





APPOINTMENTS. 


R. D. Persse, Esq., Barrister-at-law, to be Recorder of 
Galway, in room of Michael Morris, Q.C., M.P., resigned. 

Henry Fioop, Esq., Solicitor, to be clerk of the Crown 
for the county of Kilkenny ; and JAMEs Por, Esq., Solicitor, 
to be Clerk of the Crown for the city of Kilkenny, in room 
of William Keogh, Esq. (father of Mr. Justice Keogh), 
recently deceased. 

JEREMIAH Mara, jun., Esq., Solicitor, to be Sessional 
Crown Solicitor for the Queen’s County, in place of T. 
Jacob, Esq., deceased. 











Mr, Scvnty Ann Tite Conk ELectrion.—It is said (re- 
marks the Dublin Evening Mail) that Mr. Scully is minded 
to test the gratitude of his former constituents by another 
trial. He intends to petition for an avoidance of the late 
election on the grounds of the provisions of the statute of 1 
Geo, 4,cap. 11, fixing the qualification of deputy sheriffs, not 
having been complied with. 
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IRELAND. 
THE CAPTION oF DEPosITIONsS. 

At the Limerick Assizes a point of some nicety was re- 
served by Mr. Justice Keogh, for the consideration of the 
Court of Criminal Appeal. In a trial for manslaughter, a 
deposition made bythe deceased was offered by the Crown 
in evidence, and objected to. The circumstances were as 
follows :—On the 28th of December the deposition was taken 
down from the lips of the deceased, the prisoner not being 
present. On the 10th January, the prisoner being present, 
the deposition was read over to the deceased by the same 
magistrate who had originally taken it; the magistrate and 
deponent affixed their signatures in the prisoner's presence, 
and he was allowed an opportunity of cross-examining the 
deponent, ahd did, in fact, ask some questions. The recep- 
tion of the deposition was objected to on the ground that the 
proper caution had not been given to the prisoner. Counsel 
called his lordship’s attention to an unreported case (The 
Queen v. Galvin), in which it had been decided that where 
the caption was informal, the information should not be ad- 
initted ; in the present case there was no caption to the de- 
position. 

His Lordship admitted the evidence and reserved the 
point. 





CHARGE OF ASSAULT AGAINST A SOLICITOR. 

At the Head Police Office, Dublin, Daniel D. Liston, 
assistant in the offices of Messrs. Knox & Crookshank, 
solicitors, summoned Mr. William Lewis, 
Nassau-street, for an assault. It appeared that the com- 
plainant went with an application from his principals to the 
defendants’ office ; the letter claimed £42 7s. 4d., amount 
of certified costs and balance of accounts due to them as 
solicitors for Lord Strathallen. On being told that Mr. Lewis 
was upstairs, and not particularly engaged, he went upstairs 
and entered the office where the defendant was. The 
complainant stated that on entering the office he was seized 
by Mr. Lewis by the collar of the coat, shoved into the 
lobby, and the door shut. The defence was that the com- 
plainant had entered the office where defendant was engaged 
consulting with a client, that he had done so without 
knocking at the door, and that Mr. Lewis had simply said 
he was engaged, and that complainant must wait. It 
was proved that in reply to some alleged expression by Mr. 
Lewis that he “did not care for complainant or his 
employers,” the complainant had said ‘‘ Do not mention my 
employers, they were gentlemen, which you are not.” 

The magistrate dismissed the complaint, stating that the 
complainant had acted improperly in entering a private 
office without knocking or otherwise intimating his presence. 





CONNAUGHT CIRCUIT. 
GALWAY. 
Curious Action of Ejectment. 
(Before Mr. Baron Deasy and a Special Jury.) 

Stubberv. The Galway Harbour Comimissioners.—The plain- 
tiffin this action, Mr. Nicholas Stubber, was one of the un- 
successful candidates at the last election for the town of 
Galway, and brought this action against the Harbour Com- 
missioners, to recover from them the large area occupied by 
what is known as the ‘* New Dock.” 

Mr. J. A. Phillips, who had come down special, opened 
the pleadings, and stated that it was an action of ejectment 
on the title, te recover possession of the lands in question. 
An ancestor of the plaintiff had been in the army of William 
III., at the seige of Limerick, and had, after the rebellion, 
come to Galway, where he settled, and held by grant, or 
patent, two houses in the town, one in Abbey Gate- 
street, and the other in White-hall. In the year 1743 
one Robert Stubber was the owner in fee of the Stubber 
estate, and by his will he left them to his brother, the 
Rev. Sewell Stubber, for life, with remainder to the 
daughter of the said Sewell Stubber, and her husband, the 
Rey. Alexander Hamilton, and their heirs male for ever. 
The Rev. Sewell Stubber enjoyed the estate for his lite, and 
amongst other lands the Galway house property, and, after 
his death, the Rey. Alexander Hamilton having taken by 
Royal licence the name of Stubber, entered into possession, 
and, after his death, his eldest son, Robert Hamilton 
Stubber, entered into possession, and so continued to his 
death, in 1863, when the present owner, Robert Hamilton 
Stubber, became possessed of them, and is in receipt of the 


solicitor, of 





rents and profits. The eldest daughter of the Rev. Sewell 
Stubber was a Mrs. Maillard, and the mother of the plain- 
tiff and of Mrs. Winter, so well known as a lecturer on law. 
Mrs. Maillard took nothing under the will of her uncle, 
Robert Stubber, but her son, the plaintiff (who also took 
the name of Stubber), and her daughter, Mrs. Winter, have 
for many years taken proceedings against the Hamilton 
family to deprive them of portions of this estate, but which 
have been al abortive. It did not appearfrom the statement 
of counsel that the land claimed had ever been granted by 
patent or otherwise to the Stubber family. 

The plaintiff and Mrs. Winter were examined to prove 
the pedigree of the family, but no payment of rent or 
admission of tenancy was proved. This was the plaintiff’s 
case, and the defendant’s counsel called for a nonsuit. 

His Lordship said he would either nonsuit the plaintiff 
or direct a verdict against him. 

The plaintiff elected to be nonsuited; but afterwards 
asked to have a verdict directed against him for ulterior 
objects. (It is understood that the case will go to the House 
of Lords.) 

Counsel for the plaintiff— Mr. J. A. Phillips (special) ; 
Counsel for the defendant— Messrs. Blake, Q.C., Morris, Q.C., 
and Beytagh. 





A CREDITABLE COUNTY. 

Mr. Justice O'Hagan opened the commission of assize for 
both the city and county of Kilkenny on Monday. There 
being no criminal case for trial in the city, the High Sheriff 
presented his lordship with a pair of white gloves, stating 
that since his appointment to his present office he had twice 
had occasion, at quarter sessions, to present a similar offer- 
ing to the chairman of the county. His lordship expressed 
the pleasure he felt not only for the gift, but at the satisfac- 
tory state of the county of which it was a proof. He believed 
that Kilkenny could not be paralleled by any town in the 
empire, for its chief magistrate had informed him that there 
had not been a single case of larceny before the Petty Ses- 
sions Court for twelve months. 





TRANQUILITY OF THE COUNTRY. 

The Summer Assizes are now nearly brought to a close, 
and throughout the several counties, with one or two excep- 
tions, they have shown a most gratifying absence of crime. 
In Sligo, Donegal, and the city of Kilkenny, the judges 
were, as we have elsewhere noticed, presented with white 
gloves; and in other counties the cases brought before the 
judges could have been disposed of at the Quarter Sessions. 
The only exceptions to the most perfect tranquility of the 
country are the counties of Louth and Monaghan, where the 
riots arising out of the elections seem not yet over. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
Mr. Epwin JAMES. 

This gentleman has published the following contradiction 
of the story respecting his dealings with one Hayward which 
we ascertained some time ago:— 

Sir,—I have read a statement, purporting to be contribu- 
ted by a correspondent here to the Manchester Guardian. 
That communication is a false and malicious libel upon me. 
I have vainly endeavoured to ascertain here who wrote it, 
and rely upon your sense of justice to one who is absent to 
publish the affidavit which I enclose, as a simple refutation 
of the calumny.—Yours obediently. EDWIN JAMES. 

293, Broadway, New York, July 10. 





“United States of America. 
‘*State of New York, ss. 

‘* By this public instrument be it known to all whom the 
same doth or may in anywise concern, that I, Robert M. 
Lake, a public notary, in and for the state of New York, py 
letters patent, under the great seal of the said state, duly 
commissioned and sworn, dwelling in the city of New York, 
do hereby certify that James T. Wilson, the person named 
in the paper writing in affidavit hereto annexed, did duly 
and solemly declare and swear to the truth thereof before 
me, on the day of the date thereof, and that the name 
‘* James T. Wilson” thereto subscribed is of the proper hand- 
writing of the said James T. Wilson. 

** In testimony whereof, &e. 

** Ropert M, Lake, Notary Public, New York Co.” 
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“United States of America. 
**City and County of New York, ss. 

“James T. Wilson, of the city of New York, soap manu- 
facturer, being duly sworn, deposes and says : 

“«¢Ist, That I am the person who made the charge against 
Heury Hayward for obtaining from me the sum of fourteen 
hundred dollars by false representations and fraud, 

2nd, That I have this day read a paragrah in The Daily 
Telegraph, published in London, purporting to be copied 
from the Afanchester Guardian, and that such statement is 
false in every particular so far as it relates to Mr. Edwin James. 

“©¢ 3rd, That no charge or complaint was made, nor in- 
tended to be made, by me against Mr. Edwin James or 
his firm, but, on the contrary, my counsel stated in open 
court, and which statement I fully endorse, that the 
conduct of Mr. Edwin James and his firm had been strictly 
correct and honourable towards me, and that, beyond pre- 
paring the agreement under which I paid the money to the pri- 
soner Hayward, they had nothing to do with the transaction. 

“4th. That I make this affidavit as an act of justice to 
Mr. James and his firm, knowing the whole facts of the case. 

“James T. WILsoN. 

‘Sworn before me this 11th day of July, 1865, 

“Rosr, M. Lake, Notary Public, New York Co.” 


RUSSIA. 
A ReMARKABLE CASE OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 

A British subject, established at Odessa, in Russia, had 
the misfortune to advance £12,000 to a Polish landowner in 
1830, who in 1881 took arms against the Russian govern- 
ment. At the time of this occurrence he had ample assets 
in hand for his security, but those assets were without pro- 
cess of law, and by main force taken out of his hands, on 
the pretence that he was the political confederate and agent 
ofthe rebel. The charge was dismissed as void of proof, 
und the decree was ratified by the late Emperor, 

The criminal tribunal referred the accused to the civil 
tribunal of Kherson for the recovery of his assets or their 
value, By slow and successive stages the cause came before 
the Minister of Justice, who, with his council, is all but 
the highest tribunal of Russia. Here it was decided that at 
law and in fact the claimant was entitled to payment. The 
powerful Supreme Council of the Empire interfered, and, 
admitting in clear and distinct terms the law, declared cer- 
tain facts to be, not false, but suspicious, and suspended the 
payment. 

The Minister of Justice now reasoned thus: ‘ The 
suspicions of the council cannot be set aside by any higher 
judicial authority, for it is the highest ; your money is there- 
fore forfeited, and you are called upon to pay a fine of £1,200, 
The fine was levied by the forced sale of property. 

The claimant now appealed to the Emperor. That poten- 
tate, dissenting from the doctrine that suspicions are 
equivalent to proofs, ordered the Commission of Requests to 
investigate the suspicions of the council. The result of the 
inquest was to declare, in the name of the sovereign, that 
the claim was valid in equity. 

But the minister, who had himself at first decided in favour 
of the claimant, insisted on the confirmation or reversal of his 
decision. The committee of ministers confirmed that decree 
in the year 1862. Payment is still resisted, nevertheless, 

The criminal suit, though irrevocably closed thirty years 
ago, is again revived, and the claimant is called upon to prove 
that he was not, in the year 1831, the seeret abettor of the 
rebel, He pleads wutrefoisacquit. That plea is treated with 
scorn, It js not pretended that there is any proof, or that any 
proof has ever been tendered which could be put on record; but 
itis held that a charge re-opened by the Council of State must 
end in proof or the search continue for ever, As long asa 
suspicion hangs over him he will not be paid, and a sus- 
picion will hang for ever over him, unless the Government 
withdraws the charge. 

It is thus proved by the official acts of the Russian au- 
thorities that a British subject has been thirty years kept 
out of his money, and will probably continue to be kept out 
of it for ever, avowedly on mere suspicion, unless her Ma- 
jesty’s Government should insist in terms worthy of two 
great Governments on the production of proof, or the with- 
drawal of an indefinite charge. 

The question involves a point of international law of the 
highest importance. If the property of British subjects, who 
have the law and the civil tribunals with them, is to be in- 
definitely kept back on political suspicion, no man is safe. 














ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen's Gene. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Michaelmas Term, 1865. 
[The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 
ARTINDALE, THOMAS Freperic.—Robert Handsley, Burn- 
ley. 

oe om rr, JAMES.--Thomas Heelis, Manchester. 

BEAVAN, Horace CuarLes.—Frederick Last, 18, Gray’s- 
inn-square, 

Beppor, Arruur.—C. H. Bayley, Westbromwich. 

Bei, WALrer Joux.—John Bell, 8, New-inn, Strand. 

3eNSON, Ropert.— William Moordoff, Cockermouth. 

Berry, Joun Watron.—John Berry, Bradford ; James 
Gwynne Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Binney, Frepertck ALrona.—E. W. Binney, Manchester. 

Bircu, Henry Perecrine.—H. W. Birch, 68, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

BuckLAND, Henry FirzHersert.—W. S. Jones, Malms- 
bury. 

3urT, Henry Witi1AM.—A. Turner, Aldermanbury. 

Caytey, Anruun.—H. 8. L. Hussey, 10, New-square, Lin- 
coln’s-inn. 

CHARLES, DANIEL.—Thomas Robinson, Eccleshall. 

Ciare, SAMUEL PARKs.—J. Howard, 141, Fenchurch-street. 

Coir, Hersert Hencuman.—R. Kerrison, Norwich; A. 
Preston, Norwich. 

Coir, Joun.—C. N. Cole, 36, Essex-street, Strand. 

Cookr, Cuas, Ep. Brunskiti.—H. J. Francis, 36, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Cooke, Joserpu Henry.—P. J. W. Cooke, Gloucester ; W. 
Willonghby Comins, 84, Great Portland-street. 

Coorer, Ricuarp Joun.— Henry Plunkett, Westbromwich 
and Oldbury ; William Shakespeare, Oldbury. 

Darron, Joun.—Augustus Helder, Whitehaven. 

Davies, WitttAm Goopr.—John Fenwick, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 

Davis, HAMMond.—J. D. Saddler, Horsham. 

Dawson, Osporne Epwarp.—George Bryan, 33, Bedford- 
square. 

Dewnurst, JAMES Hinpir.—J. H. Kay, Blackburn. 

Dickson, WituiaM Josern.—J. B. Dickson, Preston ; R, 
I’, Shoulder, 1, Trinity-place, Charing-cross 

Durrievp, [saac.—R. Caddick, West Bromwich. 

Eastwoop, Tomas WinuiAM.— A. G, Eastwood, Tod- 
morden. 

ELLs, BRABAZON Woop.—D. 8. Sutton, Burslem. 

Evuis, Ronerr.—Joseph Wright, Doncaster. 

Exuis, THomas Rarciirre.—J. 8S. Marshall, Wigan. 

FALKNER, EVELYN SueRARD.—Philip R. Falkner, Newark- 
upon-Trent. 

FARWELL, FrepericK Grorcre.—J. J. Peel, Shrewsbury. 

Fox, Grorce WILLIAM.—Adam Fox, Manchester. 

Francitton, Henry James.—C. F, Gale, Cheltenham ; F. 
Wilton, Gloucester. 

Frankuin, Harry JAMES.—J. Franklin, Halifax. 

Freeman, Joun Crick.—J. & W. Crick, Maldon. 

Froccarr, Epwarp.— John Froggatt, 16, Clifford’s-inn ; 
C. P. Allen, 17, Carlisle-street, Soho-square, 

Frepp, Epmunp Brewiey.—B. Marshall, Barnsley; W. 
Shepherd, Barnsley. 

Fusse.it, JAMES Flower, Jun.—J. F. Fussell, Bristol. 

GARNER, WILLIAM.——R. C. Heath, Warwick. 

Gopwin, Epwarp DovGtAs.—Benjamin Charles Godwin, 
Winchester ; J. E. Fox, 40, Finsbury-circus, 

Goopy, OWEN Stpnry.—H. 8. Goody, Colchester. 

GREAVES, WiLtiAM.—Frederick Cooper, Brighton; C. F. 
Hore, 52, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

<, THomas.—John Becke, Northampton. 

SNFIELD, THOMAS CHALLEN.—Thomas S. James, Birm- 
ingham; C, A. Emmett, 14, Bloomsbury-square. 

Grecory, Lewis WILLIAM.—J. Gidley, Exeter. 

Grover, WALTER.—C, E. Grover, Hemel Hempstead. 

GRUEBER, CHARLES Grorce.—James Parsons, Langport, 
Somerset; Thomas Grueber, 5, Billiter-street. 

Gusrarp, Henry Starrorp.—M. Cutler, Worcester. 

HA, Eywarp.—James Ingram, 68, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Hartt, Marrnew Henry. —A. 8. Field, Leamington. 

Haut, SNaron.—Thomas Thompson, Sunderland, 

Harnis, Wittram.—T W. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Hawes, Epwarv.—Robert Cunliffe, 43, Chancery-lane. 
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HaAwkKIN, Frepertck THomas.—H. E. Watson, Sheffield. 

Heap, Joun Meyrick.— J. T. Auckland, Lewes and East- 
bourne ; Edward Hillman, Lewes. 

HENSMAN, Henry Peacnu.—John Hensman, Northampton. 

Hincks, JoHN CuHas. HAWKEsFoRD,—C, G. Brown, Bilston, 
Stafford. 

Hovpine, Francis. —M. T. Hodding, Salisbury; C. M. 
Lee, Salisbury. 

Huspersty, ALBERT CANTRILL.—J. F. Kingdon, Wirks- 
worth; J. J. Simpson, Derby. 

Hunter, Lestiz.—J. H. Linklater, 7, Walbrook. 

JEANNERET, WILLIAM Henry. —F. H. Jeanneret, 5, Dane’s- 
inn, Strand. 

JeFFES, THomAS Epwarp.—W. M. Hazard, Redenhall with 
Harleston, Norfolk. 

Jones, EvAN WyNnnE.—Price Morris, Denbigh. 

JORDAN, BARRETT Prick.—Edward Evans, Chester. 

KELLy, Henry.—F. C. Kelly, 3, New-inn, Strand. 

Knicut, Joun.—J. H. Kays, 3, New-inn, Strand. 

Lake, Evan.~- M. Kingsford, Canterbury. 

LonepEN, JoHN SpeNcER.—Thomas Plews, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers ; Arthur Walker, 13, King’s-road, Gray’s-inn. 

Lunn, Rosr., Jun.—Herbert New, Evesham, Worcester. 

Marks, Francis Watter.—D. 8. Morice, 29, Coleman. 
street ; W. Clarke, 29, Coleman-st reet. 

Marsu, Henry.—R. Jackson, 41, Bedford-row; W. Sharpe, 
41, Bedford-row. 

MarsHa.i, BENJAMIN Joun.—J. H. Marshall, 12, Hatton- 
garden. 

Marsuatt, Roperr Wititams.—W. Marshall, Birming- 
ham; A. Wright, Birmingham. 

Mason, Ricnarp.—T. F. Allison, Louth. 

MATHER, ARTHUR STANLEY.—Palgrave Simpson, Liverpool. 

Mayuew, Artuur.—J. Mayhew, Wigan. 

Maysey, JoHN.—Thomas Smith, Gloucester. 

Mortimore, THomas Hearp.—W. K. Eliot, Cheltenham ; 
G. J. Robinson, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Morton, JAMES ARCHER.—Francis Brown, Market Deep- 
ing ; Henry Reddish, Manchester. 

Munvron, Francis Krrrince.—G. N. Emmet, 14, Blooms- 
bury-square. 

NEEDHAM, Fritn.—J. Needham, New-inn, Strand. 

Nei, James, Jun.—E. W. Field, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Norripcr, Aubert JAMES.—M. Kingsford, Canterbury ; 
W. Flower, Gracechurch-street. 

Parr, WILLIAM FILLINcHAM.—John Watson, Nottingham. 

Parry, Rozerr.—James Bradley, Liverpool ; W. G. Gray, 
Liverpool ; J. Blackhurst, Liverpool. 

Peacock, Epwarp Gryrrypu.—E. FE. Towne, 10, Great 
Russell-street. 

Picarb, JouN RicHarn.—Thomas Eastham, Kirby Lons- 
dale ; R. T. Jarvis, 23, Chancery-lane. 

Poor, ARTHUR CHARLES.—W. H. Myers, Manchester. 

Ports, WILLIAM.—B. J. Gabb, Abergavenny, Monmouth ; 
G. Potts, Broseley. 

Powys, ArTtHuR VERE ArcuEr. — B. W. Powys, 38, 
Russell-square. 

Prick, Joun Epwarps.—J. G. Trenerry, Bristol. 

Prior, Joun.—J. Prior, 38, Southampton-buildings ; W. 
C. Cruttwell, Frome. 

RALEy, GEoRGE Jackson.—-C. Newman, Barnsley. 

Ruys, Morcan.—R. W. Beor, Swansea, Glamorgan. 

ROBERTSON, JAMES WAtson.—H. J. Marshall, Durham. 

Rosson, SHAFTOE.—John Hunter, Gateshead. 

Rocers, JosEPH.—W. P. Isaacson, Newmarket. 

Roscor, Roscor.—James Hargreaves, and W. Knowles, 
Newchurch. 

Rosk, Puiwie Frepertck.—Philip Rose, Victoria-street, 
Westminster. 

Row Ley, EpMunp BuLitEr.—J. C. Rowley, Manchester. 

SARGENT, JoHN THoMAs.—Frederick Sharpley, Louth. 

Scorr, Frepentck HENry.—James Scott, 11, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Sipewick, Epwarp, — John Taylor, Bradford; Henry 
Roscoe, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Smooruy, FReDERICK.—Frederick Smoothy, Braintree ; E. 
H. Rickards, Lincoln’s-inn-tields, 

SmyrHe, F. Cooper DuMmvILLe. —W. 
Boswell-court, Richmond, and Brighton ; John Cross, 9, 
Staple-inn. 

SNEYD, CLEMENT Brovcuton.—F. B. Hand, Uttoxeter. 

SrepHENs, THoMas.—G, W. Hodge, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

STEPHENSON, Hersert.—McCarthy Stephenson, Chatham. 

Stock, DanieL.—H. 8. Goody, Colchester. 











Srurtr, WittiAM HEeNry.—James George Langham, jun., 
Ucktield, Sussex. 

TANNER, ALEXANDER Roserr.—George Henry 
Godliman-street, Doctor’s-commons. 


3rooks, ym 


| Taytor, Josevu.—E, & J. Fisher, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 





Smythe, 7, New | 
| India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr. ’74 — 


Tepes, CHARLES Harpinc.—T. Nettleship, 4, Trafalgar- 
squure, Charing-cross ; R. 8. Palmer, 4, Trafalgar-square, 
Charing-Cross 

ToLter, WILLIAM WILKINSON. — George Warren Lamb, 
Kettering ; A. Brewin, Austin-friars. 

ToMKINSON, Taylor HuGues, B.A.—F. W. Tomkinson, 
Burslem. 

TREMELLEN, JOHN. —W. Shaw, 14, Gray’s-inn-square. 

Turner, Monracu.—H. 8. Turner, 42, Jermyn-street, 
Saint James’s. 

TYERMAN, CHARLES DANIEL.—R. Tyerman, 4, East India- 
Avenue. 

Waiter, CHARLES Micuart.—T. P. Waite, Louth. 

WALKER, FreEDERICK.—Thomas Cousins, Portsea. 

WALKER, GEORGE HiLpitrcu.—R. Roscoe, 8, Bedford-row ; 
M. H. Walker, 13, Swithin’s-lane. 

Warmincton, Gro. Serprimus.—E. M. Warmington and 
J. Stokes, Dudley. 

Warton, Marruew Joun.—W. H. Warton, 8, Lawrence 
Pountney-lane ; Tiomas Walker, 12, Furnival’s-inn. 

Watson, BINGHAM.—Robert Watson, 12, Bouverie-street. 

WEAVER, CHARLES.—W. G. Taylor, Derby. 

Wesster, Grorce Epwarp.—J. Webster, Sheffield. 

WEEDON, GeorGE.—William Gardiner, Uxbridge. 

WuHeeELer, ArtuuR FREeDERICK.—Stephen Cholmeley, 28, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

WHEELER, GEORGE Brasu.—H. C. Millet, 20, Southamp- 
ton-buildings ; W. L. Harle, 20, Southampton-buildings; 
John Tucker, 20, Southampton-buildings. 

Wuirmy, WALTER Henry.—W. Dennis, Northampton. 

WILLerr, ARCHIBALD Epwp,—'T’. H. Rackham, Norwich. 

Wi.uiams, Epwarp Butss.-—W. H. Watson, 12, Bouverie- 
street, Fleet-street. 

WINTER, Cuas. ALBERT.—T. N. Wightwick, Canterbury. 

WoLFersTAN, THomas.—John Kelly, Plymouth. 

Woopcock, BengJAMIn HeAtru.—H. Kimber, 1, Lancaster- 
place, Strand. 

Woops, Epwarp WittiAM.—W. F. Tribe, Worthing. 
Michaelmas Term, 1865, Pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 

Bartrcock, JouN.—Henry Godwin, Newbury. 

Bristow, ALFRED Isaac.—W. Bristow, Greenwich; A. R. 
Bristow, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand. 

Epcar, Henry Avcustus.—J. O. H. Taylor, Norwich. 

Gipson, WILLIAM ADMIRAL.—C, R. Gibson, Dartford. 

Harris, Srantey W1ILLIAM.—John Harris, Argyle-street, 
Westminster; Alfred Carr, 22, Basinghall-street. 

Heratu, Tuomas.—T. D. St. George Smith, Derby. 

Luoyp, Herbert Joun.—Walter Lloyd, Carmarthen. 

SmitH, Henry Lakin. —W. J. Beale, 10, Park-street, 
Westminster. 

Youn, Tuos. PAusisrer.—Thomas Young, 29, Mark-lane, 





Michaelinas Vacation, pursuant to 23 & 24 Viet. «. 127. 
BULLER, ALBAN GARDNER.—Thomas Paine, Banbury; T. 
Z. Goldring, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
CLARKE, HENRY ALEXANDER.—F. 8. Gosling, New-street. 
STEELE, THOMAS JAMEs.—A. R. Steele, Bloomsbury-square. 
Turner, Hy. Morren.—Alexander Fellard, Portsmouth. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotation, August 3, 1865, 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 893 Annuities, April, ’85, 8 
Ditto for Account, Aug. 8—89} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1808 — 





3 per Cent Reduced, 89§ Ex Bills, £1000, 3-34 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 89§ Ditto, £500, Do, 38 pm 

Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, ’94 — Ditto, £100 & £200, Do. 4 par 

Do. 2 per Cent., Jan. 794 — Bank of England Stock, 5% per 


Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 773 — Ct. (last half-year), 248 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, — 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
Ind. Enf. Pr., 5 p C., Jan. ’72, ~ 
Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79, — 
Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent., 

April, ’64 — 

Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. 66, — 
Do. Bonds,4 per Ct.,.£1000, — pm 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000, — pm 


Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70, 105 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 — 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. — | 
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RAILWAY STOCK. 


|Paid. {Closing Prices. 


! 
Shares. 


Railways. 






















































stock | Bristol and Exeter... ..... 98 
Stock | Caledonian............ searves 133 
stock | Edinburgh and Glasgow .. 92 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Wester Ml 
stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 47 
noel Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 9: 
| Great Northern 132 
Do., A Stock* | 1445 
| Do., B Stock ..... ve] 132 
Great Southern and Wester | 59 
Great Western- Original ............ owl 65 
Do., West Midland—Oxford.. seek 45 
Do., do.—Newport . | 45 
Do., do.—Hereford . 106 
| Lancashire and Yorkshire al 120 
London and Blackwall ........ | 94 
London, Brighton, and South Coast....../ 100 | 1u8 
London, Chatham, and Dover..... ..| 100 4 
London and North-Western.. | 100 1224 
London and South-Western ..... | 100 1004 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln. 100 54 xd 
Metropolitan........ a6 | 100 1354 
Do., New. £4:10 34 pm 
PMID ns sesesnshistiascin ernie | 100 1304 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 100 | 102 
North British 100 53 
North London 100 | 123 
Do , New, 1864 .... 5 | i § 
North Staffordshire.. 100 80 
| Scottish Central .. 100 155 
Stoc South Devon ..... 100 60 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 82 
Stock | Taff Vale...... 100 159 
10 | 3 4 pm 
100 106 
100 50 


* A regeives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to b. 

The London and County Bank presented ou Thursday a 
very satisfactory report for the half-year ending 30th June. 
The usual dividend of 6 per cent., and a bonus of 9 per 
cent., were declared, free of income tax, making together 
15 per cent. for the six months, and £13,660 is left to be 
carried forward to profit and loss new account. The chair- 
man, Mr. W. C. Jones, mentioned that the cash balances 
from the public had increased during the half-year by 
£1,124,518, and that in the same period 2,444 new accounts 
had been opened. 

We are requested to state that the share list of the 
Marseilles Extension Railway and Land Company will close 
this day, for London, and on Monday, the 7th, for the 
country. 

The following table of railway devidends paid in 1860-61- 
(2-63-64, and the balances carried over from the last half- 
year, will be found useful for reference :— 


tate per cent. per annum of Dividend declared. 





















































Company. | 1860. | 1861. | 1862, | 1863. | Issa, | Bince 
= : — = ee last 
Ist 2nd Ist | 2nd Ist | 2nd Ist | 2nd) pai. 
hyr.id yeh yrs yr.[s yr. A ye.(d reidyr SY0) year. 
oe — |— | a a —— 

Iristol & Exeter.| 6 | 54/44/15 [3 }5 | 4 15 | 44) 5 |ga901 
Caledonian ..... | 44 | 54 | 5 5415 6 5} 64 | 63 | 74 5,221 
rdinb, & Glasg.| 4 | 44} 44) 44] 3 13 | 3 | 4 | 43,5 | 2506 
Glasg &$. Westn. 4 15675 15 15 [5 15 | 5 | 53) SE! 6,077 
Great Eastern ...| 24 | 28) 1813 | 2 | 24] 14] 28) '4) 251 960 
Great Northern .} 44 | 6$ | 3 | 7$ | 3} | 84 | 44 | 8% | 53 | 8% 745 
Gt Sout.& West. 5 [5 [5 [5 15 | 5 | 4g] 44] 45 | 48 | 10,433 
Gt. Westn.orignl | 3 | 33 of 3 $/3 jl la) 3 [3 | 3$] 3,190 
Do. South Wales} 2. | 3 | 26/3 | 341) 3p)3 13 | 3h! 3 1,084 
Lanesh. & Yorks. 5§) 6 | 54] 5 | 33 | 4 | 44] 43 | 5$ 6 | 8,769 
Lon. & N.Westn.} 5 | 53 | 3f ) 48] 3¢ | 58] 4416 | 5f | 7 | 25,843 
lon. & Brighton} 5 | 7 15 17 15 [7 |5 |5 |5 | 6 | 5,977 
Lou.& So.Westn.| 4} | *f 4 )55])4 |6 | 43 | 5g] 43) 53) 2,976 
Man.Shef.& Line} 1 8} | 1d | nil! nil.| mi.) 13 | 230 25 | 1,660 
Midland ...s.se000s 64) 7 6} 7 | 53 | 6} | 5¢ | 7 17 TE) 6615 

North British ...] 3° | 33/3 13 J. | $] 13) 12] 2 | 2 we 
N.kst —Berwiek| 54 | 5§| 54) 5 | 4p) 5 | 4h | 55] 54 Gf | 4,945 
bo. Leeds ..| 24/3 | 2 ni lf ri 16 | 3 | 38 | 3 | 1,265 
bo. | York ...| ‘i 15 af 4$|3 | 4513 15 | 4% | 5¢! 3,083 
North London...|5 | 54/5 | 54/5 |6 | 6 | 716 16 | 2,155 
North Staffords/ 4 | 4 | 33/3 | 3 | 34/35) 4 | 4 | 43] 9,416 
scottish Central] 54 | 5416 | 6b] 5416 | 5¢ | Oh] 7 7 | 3,427 
south Eastern....| 43 6 a1 [5 4} | 6 | 43 | 53 | 4d | Sf | 7,531 


An Earv’s Dirricuities.—A noble Scottish earl was 
last week examined in Bankruptcy before the sheritl-substi- 
tute at Linlithgow. The earl made a personal statement 
with regard to his affairs, said he had been without allow- 
ance or means before he succeeded to the title and estates in 
1857, except £430 from his wife’s fortune,-and that since he 
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became a peer his estates had been in the hands of trustees, 
and he had been allowed £500 a-year for the personal ex- 
penses of himself and his family. ‘In consequence of his 
limited income” he had incurred fresh obligations, and, to- 
gether with these he had become liable for the heavy 
damages awarded in a divorce case, in which the noble earl 
had figured as co-respondent. 

“A LANG PepiGRreE.”—In the course of a trial in the civil 
court at Lancaster, on Thursday, involving aright of fishery 
in Coniston water, a curious document was tendered in 
evidence. It was a long roll in a box, containing the de- 
fendant’s (General Le Fleming) pedigree, with the names 
and dates of his ancestors traced to the original Le Fleming 
who came over to England with William the Conqueror. 

An Apventure to LAKE Constancr.—The Earl of 
Aberdeen and Mr, John M ‘Gregor (barrister-at-law), two of 
the foremost members of the London Scottish Volunteers, 
are about to start for a voyage in two small canoes with 
double panels, and purpose to pursue the course of the 
Meuse, Moselle, Rhine, Maine, Neckhar, and Danube, so as 
to get, if possible, to Lake Constance, in Switzerland. 

CamMBRIDGE Enecrion.—We understand that in accord- 
ance with the opinion of counsel, a petition will be presented 
against the return of Mr. Forsyth to Parliament, on the 
ground of his disqualification by holding an office under the 
Crown; and public notice having been given of such dis- 
qualification, the seat will be claimed for the highest on the 
poll of the two liberal candidates. —Cambridge Independent. 

Kixe’s County Evection,—A Cork paper says—‘‘It is 
alinost certain that Mr Hennessy will be the member.  Ae- 
cording to a totting-up of the poll-books at the Hanaper 
Office on Tuesday there is a clear majerity in his favour ; 
and this is corroborated by a telegram from the King’s 
County, which states that the majority will be at least 12. 
If these statements, and they come from independent sources, 
be correct, Sir Patrick O'Brien’s ‘triumph’ has been cele- 
brated too soon.” 

SarunpAy HALF-noLipAy.—We are glad to see that 


| some enterprising young gentleman has taken the trouble to 


procure the signatures of the bulk of the profession in To- 
ronto to a compact to close their oftices at the hour of three 
o'clock during the long vacation, ‘All work and no play 
makes Jack a dull boy” is an old saying, and perhaps the 
one acted upon by our young friends in this matter. It 
would be well, however, to remember that there is a con- 
verse of this proverb, which is much more generally true 
than the other. There never yet was a lawyer who made 
his mark in the world who was not an industrious and atten- 
tive student. We notice in one of our exchanges that the 
profession in Ireland have gone astep further, for we find the 
Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Society lately adopted a resolution 
approving of the principle of granting a half-holiday on 
Saturdays to clerks in solicitors’ offices. This night also, with 
advantage, be done in this country, provided always, that 
those concerned would make up the difference by steadier 
application during the week. Only those who work hard 
can enjoy a holiday.-- Upper Canada Law Journal. 

Tue Courts or Law.—A return has been made to 
Parliament, showing that the recipts of fees in respect of the 


| offices of the superior courts of law, during the year ending 


the 31st December, 1864, have amounted to £99,565. The 
payments by way of salaries and compensations, under the 
(th William IV. and 1 Vict., cap, 30, amount to £98,235, 
leaving, after deducting £941 15s. 9d. compensation pay- 
able to officers of Courts of Common Pleas and Exchequer, 
under 15th and 16th Vict., cap. 73, a surplus of upwards 
of £368. 

Tue BANnkruprcy Courr.—A return has been presented 
to Parliament, giving a very full account of the result of the 
investigations made by order of the Lord Chancellor into 
the accounts of the official assigneee and messengers of the 
various bankruptcy courts. The account furnished shows 
that, in pursuance of the reports made by Mr. Commissioner 
Ayrton, £10,182 had been paid over by the official assignees 
on the 22nd of June last, and £3,694 still remained out- 
standing. The return also shows that £49,057 have been 





| paid over by the official assignees ‘*in respect of surpless fees 


and of report.” The messengers, it appears, have, in pur- 
suance of the same report, paid over £5,806; and £415, 
which the report alleges to be due, still remain outstanding. 
The account also shows that the messengers have ‘‘in 
respect of surplus fees and of report” paid over £25,409. 
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ESTATE EXCH HANGE REPORT. 


AT THE GUILDH ALL HOTEL. 
July 28.—By Messrs. Norton & Trist. 
Freehold property, known as the Godmastone Estate, situate about 
five miles from Dorset, and extending over about 1,120 acres—Sold 
for £26,000. 








Aug 2.—By Messrs. BeaveL. 

Freehold and Copyhold Estate, kuown as Grove House, comprising 
residence, pleasure grounds, and paddock, with stabling, coach- 
houses, and outbuildings ; the whole containing 5a 2r 9p; situate 
at Hornsey—Sold for £8, 000, 

Freehold, 6 Houses, two with shops, known as Strutt’s Parade, and 5 
cottages, producing £274 10s. per annum, situate in the parish of 
Prittlewell, Essex—Sold for £5,200, 

Copyhold Farm, known ss Wards, situate at Rush Green, in the 
parish of Great Clacton, Essex,comprising a house, with homestead 
and 48a Ir 3p of corn land—Sold for £1,770. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
July 28.—By Messrs, Ventom, Crark, & BULL. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 2, Quadrant-r jad, Highbury New- 
park ; let on lease at £130 per annum; term, 90 years from 1859; 
ground. rent, £16 10s. per annum—Sold for £1,400. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 3, Quadrant-road, Highbury New- 
park; let on lease at £145 per annum; term and ground-rent 
similar to above—Sold for £1,575. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 5, Grosvenor-road, Highbury New- 
park ; let at £80 per annum; term, 95 years from 1854; ground- 
rent, £16 per annum--Sold for £865. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, being Nos. 50 and 52, Highbury New-park, 
producing £165 per annum; term, 94 years from 1855; ground- 
rent, £30 per annum—Sold for £1,915. 

July 31.—By Messrs. Szir, Son, & Hix. 

Lease, &c., of the W olsey Tavern, Kentish-town- road ; term, 90 years 

from 1858 ; ground- — 5s. per annum—sold for £6, 000. 
y Mr, Frank Lewis. 

Lease of the premises y fi No. 33, Nicholas-lane, City; term, 7 
years unexpired, at a rental of £115 per annum, and the whole of 
the estimated value of £550 per annum—Sold for £2,000, 

Absolute reversion to }-7th to 1-4th share of £3,658 18s. 9d. invested 
in Consols payable on the deaths of two ladies aged 56 and 57 
years; also of a mortgage effected on the N ‘orth Eastern Railwe bad 
Company of £1,507, receivable on the de: ath of a lac 
also £1,400 on mortgage, amply secured on house 
Honiton. in the counties of Somerset and De vous 
on the death of a lady aged 57 years; also the freehold seats in 
Honiton church—Sold for £150. 

Aug. 1.—By P. D. Tucker. 

Copyhold business premises, being No. 10. King-street West, Ham- 
mersmith ; let at £57 per annum —Sold for £1,060, 

Freehold premises, being No. 12, King-street West, aforesaid ; let at 
£65 per annum—Sold for £1,310. 

Leasehold, 2 residences. being Nos. 1 and 2, Cambridge-terrace, Ken- 
sington, producing £115 per annum ; Dae 94 years from 1856; 
ground-rent, Ss. a house—Sold for £1,4 

By Mr. aan. 

Leasehold business premises, being No. 75, Little Britain, City ; 
21 years from 1860 ; ground-rent, £90 a-year—Sold for £290. 
Leasehold, 2 houses, being Nos. 9 and 10, Mary’s-place, Mary-street, 
Hampstead- road, producing £59 1s. per annum; term, 47 years 

from 1839; ground-rent, £8 per annum—Sold for £170. 
Aug. 2.—By Messrs. Fareproruer, Ciark, & Co. 

Leasehold House, being No. 9, Little George-srrect, Hampstead-road, 
let at £25 per annum; term, 45 years unexpired; ground rent, 
£4 1s. per annum ~—Sold for £215. 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 30, Shayer-street, Marylebone, 
letat £56 per annum; term, 24 years unexpired; ground-rent, 
£4 4s. per annum- —sold for £480. 

Teasehold house and shop, being No. 52, Dorset-street, 
square, let at £55 per annum; term, 22 years uuexpired; 
rent, £4 10s. per annum—Sold for £450. 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 12, David-street, Marylebone, let 
at £50 per annum ; term, 23 years unexpired ; ground-rent, £5 5s, 
per annum — Sold for £360, 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 13, David-street, aforesaid, let 
at £63 per annum; term and ground-rent similar to above—Sold 
for £435. 

Leasehold house and shop being No. 20, David-strect, Mary!ebone, 
let at £42 per annum; term 224 years unexpired ; ground-reut, £4 
per annum—Sold for £100 

Leasehold house and shop, being No. 91, 
at £68 per annum; term, 57} years unexpired ; 
per annum —Sold for £435. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, being Nos. 2 & 4, Portsdown-road, Padding- 
ton, producing £145 per annum; term, 72} years unexpired ; 
ground-rents £8 7s. per annum — Sold for £1,590, 

Leaschold, 2 messuages or dwelling houses, being Nos. 1 and 2, Wil- 
son-street, Drury-lane, producing £91 per annum ; term. 32 years 
unexpired ; ground-rent £12 12s. per annum —Sold for £750. 

Leasehold premises, being No. 3, Wilson-street, aforesaid. let at £100 
per annum; term, similar to above; ground-rent £15 i4s. per 
annum—Ssold for £990, 

Leasehold, 2 messuages, being Nos. 4 & 5, Wilson-st, aforesaid, pro- 
ducing £92 per annum; term, similar to above; ground-rent 
£12 12s. per annum—Sold for £770. 











term, 


Portman- 
ground. 








Star-street, Paddington, let 
ground-rent, £48 


SIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DiATHS, 


BIRTHS. 
DIXON— On July 21, at Brighton, wife of S, Dixon, E: 
a son, 
DOYLE—On July 15, at Whitehall, Limerick, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
FISHER—On July 27, at Harrow-on-the-Hill, wife of W. R. Fisher, 


Esq., Barrister-at-Law, ofa daughter. 


({-, Solicitor, of 


the wife of D. Doyle, 
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at Dublin, the wife of W. K. O’Shangh- 


oO’ SH AUGHNESSY—On July 21, 








~D—On July 30, at C inghese Oeeient, wife of T. EH. Reed, Fsq., 
Solicitor, of a son. 
REID—On July at Acton-street, St Pancras, wife of D. Reid, Esq., 





Solicitor, ra 

SKIPWITH—On Ju 4 
of L. Skipworth, Esq., Proctor, Docto: 

MARRIAGES. 

BUNTON—WHITE—On July 18, at Dublin, George Cook Bunton, Esq » 
son of the late G. C. Bunton, Esq., itor, of Lime rick, to Maria 
Frances, daughter of the late C. F. W Esq., of I 

FALLON --LYNCH—On July 19, in the Ror 
Dublin, John Fallon, ee , Barrister-at- Le 
Thomes Lynch, Esq., Lavally, in the coun 


8-inn, of a son. 
29, at Marlborough-place, St. John’s-wood, wife 
s* commons, of a son. 























HIDE—SUNDERLAND—On Jhily 26, at St.) ley, W. H. 
Hide, Sheffield, Solicitor, to EF] len F , daughter of the late Rev. S. 
Sunderland. Vicar of Penst and Ru Dean. 








HOLMES—GUY—At Monkstown ( h ureh, county Dublin, Edward I. ‘ 













son of the late Wm. Holz . — Se *ssi0n 1 Crown $ ite 
county Tyrone, to Anne A. } R. Guy, Esq., sadieads 
House, Kingstown 

JONES—DAVIS—On i 29, at Ilford, II. R. M. Jones, son of H.G. 
Jones, IF isq., § unt-at-Law, to Emelis ehter of the late J. 





shire. 


July 


Davis, of Gioucest 
PERRY or AY On 
Samuel William 7 
Jane, second dan 
man of Connty Antrin 
SHAND—STREATI x L D_On Ju the Parish Church, Wester- 
ham, A Shand, f Ex gh, Advocate, to Elizabeth bL., 
daughter of the | ae W.C. Streatticld, i sq., of Charts Edge, Kent. 
DEATHS. 
DWYER—On July 29, at York, T. H., son of E. 
rister, of Burnley, Lancashire, aged 7 weeks. 
TOSSWELL—On July 31, C.S. Tosswell, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 
the Inner Temple, aged 33. 
WILLIAMS—On July 24, at 


citor, aged 72, 
UNCLAIMED STOCK IN HE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore danding in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Baker, Epwarp, Esq., Armadale, New South Wales. Two Dividends 
on the sum of £2,832 13s. 3d. Cousolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities 

—Claimed by saker 





1 u 
Esq., Q.C., Chair- 


ngs Otway, 














Dwyer, Esq., Bar- 


Monmouth, W. A. Williams, Esq., Soli- 

















Ramspen, GeorGt, Hoime Island, near Milnthorpe, Esq., deceased, 
and Richarp MEAvowcrorr, Whitlow, Manchester, Esq. Two Divi- 
dends on the sum of £1 ie 2s. lid. New £3 per Cent. Anuuit 
Claimed by R. M. Whitl » survivor. 

L ON JUN GAZE STTES, 


@Hinding-up of Point Stock Companies. 


1865, 


Fripay, July 28, 
LIMITED IN CHANC 











Lo 1.and Scottish Bank (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has 
QDI ted Wm 'Turquand, 16," lokcnuhouse-yd, to be the official liq 
Gator, 

Metropolitan Ice Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has 


appointed John Folland Lovering, 13, King-st, Cheapside, to be 
official 1 —_ tor. 
, ge Company (Limited).—-Creditors are required, on or 

1, to send their names and addres eS, aud the parti- 
ws ; of thei ir debts or claims, to Jas Cooper, 3, Colem: hed mor 9 
1 Nov 2 at 12 is appointed for hearing aud ‘adjudie: wing upon 
the “debts and claims. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Company.—Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
of two pounds ten shill 
contributories of the cor 
list of contributor es 
ntributory, on 2t atl, 
to pay to the officer ] 















Trish West Coast Ra 
doth peremptorily 
share be now made on a 
whose names are inclu 
doth order 
Jewry pee ap 

will be dne fie 












h such 





a if any, 
m him after debiting his account in the com- 
hea 

. Company.- 





ver the balance, 


~Vice-Chancellor Wood will, on 
3,at his chambers, proceed to make a call on the several 
who are settled on tl 1e list of contributories, and the said 
judg ze purposes that such call shall be for four shillings per share. 
Turspay, Aug. 1, 1855 
LiMItep IN CHANCERY, 

Beariz Tin Streaming Company (Limited).- Order to wind up made 
by Vice-Chancellor Wood on July 21. Cotterill & Sons, Throg- 
morton-st, Solicitors for the Petitioner. 

Chesterfield and Midland Silkstone Colliery Company (Limited). 











soi to wind up m: a by the Master of the Rk lis on July 22. 
Cre & Burn, Birchin-lane, Solicitors for the Petitioners 

Mold te: of Mining ( i any (Limited). Order to wind up ‘teoie by 
the Master of the Koils on July 22. Roberts & Simpson, Moorgate- 





st, Solicitors for the Petitioners. 


Tredttors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 


Frinay, July 28, 1865 


Alston, Hy Fredk, Annemonnt, Waterford, Kilkenny, Captain 78th 


ARegt. Oct 2. <Aiston v Trollope, M.R. 
Bowhay, John, Calstock, Cornwall. Aug 18. Bowhay v Bowhay, 
V.C. Stuart. 


Colemere, John, Ellesmere, Salop, Miller. Oct 1. Williams v Cole- 


mere, V.C. Kindersley, 
Collard, Hy, Monckton, Kent, Oct 16. Collard v Collard, V.C. Stuart. 























900 


oes: Thos, Raling, Middx, Chased Victualler. 
v Corby, M.R. 


‘Bept hs . Sain 


Heacock, Rowland Saml, Marston-upon-Dove, Derby, Farmer. Sept 
12. Heacock v Littlewood, M.R. 
Marshall, Chas, Winteringham-common, York, Farmer. Sept 12. 


Marshall v Marshall, V.C. Stuart. 
Robinson, Wm, Cambridge, Accountant. 
V.C. Stuart. 
Thorpe, Ralph, ee, Essex, Major H.M.’s Indian Army. Nov 1. 
Crowder v De Brisay, V.C. Stuart. 
ean Aug. 1, 1855, 
Alston, Vere John, Calais, France, Clerk. Oct 2. 
Anderson, John, New Bromley, Kent, Pensioner. Oct 20. 
How, V.C. Kindersley. 
Barwell. Fredk Barnsley, Southampton, Batchelor. 
v Short, M.R. 
— Chas, Hoveton, Norfolk, Farmer. 
MLR. 


Oct 2, Adcock v Robinson, 


Re Alston, M.R. 
Pearson v 


Nov 1. Barwell 


Sept ll. Mayes v Mayes, 


Steer, Francis, Long-lane, Bermondsey, Wire Weaver. Oct 1. Steer 
v Steer, V.C. Kindersley. 

Weeks, Jerouomy Matilda, Bristol, Spinster. 
V.C. Kindersley, 

bog Wm Guy, Warwick, Corn Dealer. 
V.C. Wood. 

Williams, Sarah, Tredegar, Monmouth, Widow. Sept 30. V.C. Stuart. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wirt. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, July 28, 1865, 
Furnell, Sarah Merrill, Reading, Berks, Widow. Aug 30. Slocombe, 
Reading. 
Gregory, Wm, Ilkeston, Derby, Stationer. Aug 25. Sugg, Ilkeston. 
O’Connell, Morgan, Hartlepool, Durham, Commercial Traveller. Sept 
20. Forbes & Horwood, Warnford-ct. 
Pole, Chas Van Notten, Wyck Rissington, Gloucester, Esq. 
Banken & Co, Gray’s-inn 
Veal, Wm Hy, Winchester, Southampton, Gent. 
Winchester. 


Oct 2. Spiller» Farmer, 


Oct 1. Stirk » Wilkins, 


Sept 11. 


Aug 31. Bailey, 


Tuxspay, Aug. 1, 1865, 


Atherton, Wm, Yatton, Somerset, Yeoman. Sept 1. Hobbs, Bristol. 


Biggs, John, Coton, Northampton, Farmer. Sept |. Britten, 
Northampton. 
Best, Wm Butler, Kidderminster, Worcester, Esq. Sept 1. Reece & 


Harris, Birm. 

Clough, John, York, Esq. Sept 20. 

Hardman, Jas, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Hotel Keeper. 
Darnton, Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Newman, John, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Innkeeper. Sept 5. Gough, 
Wholverhampton. 

Pearson, Harriet, St James’s-pl, St James’s-st, Westminster, Spinster. 
Sept 14. James, Essex-st, Strand. 

Quarrinton, Chas Robt, Luton, Kent, Yeoman. Aug 20. Acworth & 
Son, Rochester. 

Tibbetts, Jeremiah, Leighton-rd, Kentish-town, Gent. Sept 15. 
Hare-ct, Temple. 

Wells, Geo Gale, Gurney-rd, Stratford, Gent. 
Tokenhouse- yd, 


Assignments for Benehit of Creditors. 
Tvuespay, Aug. 1, 1805. 


Rimington, Alex, & Hy Durance Cartwright, Leadenhall-st, Mer- 
chants. July 6. Hughes & Co, Bucklersbury. 


Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, July 28, 1865. 

Baker. Wm, Bromley, Middx, Builder. July27. Comp. Reg July 28. 

Bell, Robt, Chas Edward Ashburner, & Thos Miller, Lpool, Merchants. 
June 26. Asst. Reg July 

Bishop, Chas Thos, Lenton, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. 
19. Conv. Reg July 25 

Claddo, Antonio John, & R ‘obt Hy ? ugh, Birm, Merchants and Fac- 


R. E, & O. Smithson, York. 
Sept 26. 


Trail, 


Septl. Horsley & Son, 


July 


tors. June 24. Comp. Reg July 28. 

Coates, Thos, Bradford, York, Beerseller. July 6. Asst. Reg 
July 25. 

Coles, Chas, Fareham, Southampton, Coach Builder. July6. Asst. 
Reg July 26. 

Cotchin, John, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. June 29. 
Asst. Reg July 26. 

Davy, Jas, Birm, Victualler. July 18. Comp. Reg July 28. 

Grathvohl, Joseph, Coleman-st-buildings, Merchant. July 21. Asst. 
teg July 27. 

Dickeson, Richd, Dover, Kent, Grocer. July 13. Comp. Reg 
July 2 

Daseae, ‘John, Privett, Southampton, Yeoman. July 7. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 


Emery, John, Pinner, Middx, Grocer. June 29. Conv. Reg July 27. 


Field, Saml, Kingston-upon- Hull, Chemist. June 30. Asst. Reg 
July 27. 

Firth, Alice, Alnwick, Northumberland, Innkeeper, June 28. Asst. 
Reg July 25. 


—, Wm, Llanddeinislen, Carnarvon, Draper. June 29. Asst. Reg 
July 26. 
George, Jas Robt, Circus-rd, St John’s-wood, Foreman to a Boot- 


maker. June 28. Comp. Reg July 28. 

Gifford, Robt, Paddington-green, West, Sanitary Inspector. July 22. 
Comp. Reg July 26. 

Girling, Amos Orlando, Queen’s-rd East, Chelsea, Clothier. July 12. 
Comp. Reg July 27. 

Hewitt. John Massey, Manch, Tailor. June 24 Cony. Reg July 27. 


Hunt, Robt, Stanhoe, Norfolk, Grocer. June 29. Conv. Reg July 27. 

Lambert, Joseph, Birm, Draper. June 27. Asst. Reg July 25. 

Lockwood, Alfred, & Fredk Thos Farrimond, Chester, Timber Mer- 
chants. July 14. Asst. Reg July 26, 

McCulloch, Hamilton Scott, Burton-st, Burton-crescent, School- 
master, July 26. Comp. Reg July 26. 
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anliek Thos, Notting- hill, Tailor. J aly 1 17, Cathe Reg July 27. 


en Chas, Manch, Merchant. July 24. Comp. Reg 

July 25, 

Murchie, John, Carlisle, Cumberland, Joiner. July1. Comp. Reg 
ly 27 


July 27. 
Nathan, Nathaniel Levy, Hoxton, Butcher. July 11. Comp. Reg 


July 27 


Orley, John Jas, Landport, Hants, Licensed Victualler. June 29. 
Asst. Reg July 26. 

a Edmd, Selwood, Somerset, Brewer. June 29. Asst. Reg 
ul 

reaeon, Win, Sheffield, Spring Knife Manufacturer. July 6. Comp. 
Reg July 26 

Perrin, Wm Hy, Marple, Chester, Grocer, June 28, Comp. Reg 
July 25 

Pollock, Thos, & — Pollock, Leeds, York, Woolbrokers. June 27. 
Asst. Reg July 25 

Pyle, Edwa, Southampton, Milllner. July 18. Asst. Reg July 26. 


Riche ardson, John, — Leeds, York, Cloth Manufacturer. July 15. 


Comp. Reg July 27. 

Richings, Wm Harris, Staines, Middx, Attorney’s Clerk. July 21. 
Comp. Reg July 25. 

Russell, Joseph, Bolton, Lancaster, Ironmonger. July 21, Asst. 
teg July 26, 

Sagar, Thos, oy ~ am Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer, June 28, 


Asst. Reg stag Shae 

Scourfield, Wm, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Draper. June 29. Asst. 
Reg July 27. 

Slater, Thos, Halifax, York, Ironmonger. 

Stevens Jas Edwd, Clapham- -rd, Ladies’ Outfitter. 
Reg July 27. 

Taylor, Jas, Pentonville-rd, Boot Maker. July 6. Comp. Reg July 25. 

Tyler, Saml, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. July 6. Conv. Reg July 27. 

Wallinger, Jas Nasmyth Arnold, Middleton-rd, Camden-rd, Solicitor. 
June 28. Asst. Reg July 26. 

Whiffing, Wm, Lpool, Provision Dealer. July 1. 

Tuxspay, Aug. 1, 1865. 

Armitage, John, Saddleworth, York, & Chas Earnshaw Hoyle, Totties, 
York, Cotton Spinners. July 10. Asst. Reg Aug 1. 

—_ — Sheffield, York, Beerhouse Keeper. July 15. Comp. 


Reg July 26. 
Asst. 


July |. Asst. 
July i, 


Comp. Reg July 28. 


Reg 


eA gs Owen, High Easter, Essex, Farmer. July 12. Conv. 


Reg July 

Beasley, Joh, Holloway, Middx, Poulterer. July 27. 
July 31 

Pes § Chas, ayn Bedford, Whitening Manufacturer. 
Comp. Reg July 31. 

Bryant, Benj, New- ra, St George’s-in-the-East, Bookseller, July 26. 
Comp. Reg July % 

Claydon, John, York, ‘Brash Maker. Julyl. Asst. 

Clayton, Jas Fletcher, Manch, Silk Manufacturer. 
Reg July 29. 

Coppard, Geo, & Thos bef we yy Mitre-ct, Wood-st, Warehouseman. 
June 30. Cony. Reg Jul 


Comp. Reg 


July 25. 


Reg July 29- 


July iO. Arr. 


Court, Chas, St Briavels, Gloucester, Tailor. July 5. Conv. Reg 
Aut % 

Crampton, John, Batley, York, Cabinet Maker. July 5. Asst. Reg 
Aug |. 

Cuming, Hy, Lpool,Ship Store Dealer. July 26. Comp. Reg July 31. 

Ellissen, Adolf, & Gustav Ellissen, Cullum-st, Merchants, June 30. 
Arr. Reg July 29. 

one. Milson, Hulme, Lancaster, Oil Dealer. July 24, Comp. Reg 


July 3t. 
Gillham, Eliza Sterling, Belvedere, Kent, Widow. July 3. Asst. Reg 
July 3t. 


y 
Grist, Jas, Midhurst, Sussex, Builder. July 19. Conv. Reg July 31. 


Hardy, | — Wolverhampton, Comm Agent. July 26. Comp. Reg 
July 

Sasean, Wm, Hedges, Chesterfield, Derby, Printer, July 4, Comp. 
keg July 29, 


Hennin, hos, Lpool, Provision Dealer. July 4. Conv. Reg July 29. 
Hogg, John, Halifax, York, Architect. July 3, Conv. Reg July 29. 
Holcroft, Jas, Whitefield, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Commercial 


Traveller. July 19. Comp. Reg July 31 
Hollings, Jas, Leeds, Ironmonger. July 5. Comp. Reg July 29. 
Horton, Ann, Birm, Milliner. “July ll. Conv. Keg July 3l. 
Ings, Chas Hy, Brighton, Sussex, Chemist. July 5, Asst. Reg 
Aug 1, 
Jones, John, Ruckley Grange, Salop, Ironmaster. July 15. Inspec- 


torship. Reg July 28. 
Kettle, Wm, Witton, Chester, Builder. July 24. Asst. 
Leach, Wm, Church- lane, Whitechapel, Clothier. 
Reg July 31. 
Lidderdale, Chas Sillem, Beaufoy-ter, Maida-vale, Gent. 


Reg July 29. 
July 24. Comp. 


July 27. 


Asst. Reg July 28. 

Mackay, Archibald ag ola - Danl Mackay, Lpool, Wool Brokers, 
July 25. Comp. Reg A 

Mackeon, John, Lpool, Steam Saw Mills Proprietor. July 28. Comp. 


Reg Aug 1. 


Nightingale, Jas, ne, Chester, Silk Manufacturer. July 24. 
Comp. Reg July 3 

Orton, Hy Chas, Litem. Nottingham, Wine Merchant. July 11, 
Asst. Reg July 28. 


Page, Jas, W ‘eee Spitalfields, Boot Manufacturer. July 25. Comp. 
Reg July 28 
Phillips, Ambr ose W cae South Shields, Durham, Chemist. July 10. 


Conv. Reg Jul 

Price, Thos, dag Cireus Proprietor. July6. Arr. Reg July 31. 

Raymont, Richd, Redland, Bristol, Builder. July 19. Cony. Reg 
Jul ly 29. 

Reading, Hy, ee, Stafford, Ale and Porter Dealer. July 18, 
Asst. Reg July 27 

Stone, Gaius ‘iaeestien, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Undertaker. July 8. 
Comp. Reg July 31. 


Thompson, _— Bath, Somerset, Coach Trimmer. July 22. Asst. 
Reg Aug 1. 
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Vincent, John Walter, Bayswater, Middx, Auctioneer. July 21. Asst. 


Reg July 28. 

Walne, Daniel, Pulham, Norfolk, July 4. 
July 31. 

Wilson, John Allen, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Schoolmaster. July 24. 
Comp. Reg July 29. 

Wilde, Peter, Shrewsbury, Bookseller. June 30. Asst. Reg July 27. 

Winter, Gustave, Joseph Neall, & Chas Klein, Aldine-chambers, Pa- 
ternoster-row, Comm Agents. June 30, Comp. Reg July 28 

Wright, Geo Parkinson, Pall-mall East, Photographer. July 28, 


Comp. Reg July 29. 
Bankrupts. 


Fripay, July 28,1865, 
To Surrender in London. 

Adams, Chas Fredk, & Wm Gee, Middle-st, Cloth-fair, Printers. Pet 
July 21. Aug 16 atJl. Howell, Cheapside. 

Bateman Geo, Brixton-rd, Builder. Pet July 26. Aug l6atl. Dobie, 
Guildhall-chambers. 

Baylis, Chas, Hoxton, Tailor. Pet July 25. Webster, 
Tokenhouse-yd. 

Blackwell, John, Gurnard, Isle of Wight, Beer Retailer. Adj July 18. 
Aug 16 atl. Aldridge. 

Blackwell, Fredk Chas Burnham, 
veller. Pet July 26. Aug l6at 1. 

Blenkarn, Alf Bower, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
llLatl. Gray, Doughty-st. 

Davies, Philip, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 25(forpan). Aug 


Farmer. Conv. Reg 


Aug 16 at 1. 


Peckham, Surrey, Commercial Tra- 
Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 


Pet July 24. Aug 


16 at 12. Goatley, Bow-st. 

Davis, Abraham, Commercial-st, Shoreditch, General Dealer. Pet 
July 25, Aug 16 at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Fariar, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Londov. Adj July 22. Aug !4 at 2. 
Aldridge. 

Ford, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 22. Aug I4 at 2. 


Aldridge. 

Glover, Wm Howard, Adelaide-rd, Haverstock-hill, Composer. 
July 25, Aug 16 at 12, Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Goodwin, Alfred Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 24 
(for pau). Aug i4atl. Edwards, Cannon-st. 

Killick, Joshua Geo, Linstead, Kent, Grocer. Pet July 24. 
11, Doyle, Gray’s-inn. 

Lane, Edwd Smallwood, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
(for pau), Aug 14at1l. Edwards, Cannon-st. 

Llewellyn, Eliza Ann, Old Bond-st, Woollen Warehouseman, 
July i8. Augilatt. Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st. 

Maynard. Edwd. Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 24 (for pau). 
Aug 14at1. Edwards, Cannon st. 

Meade. Felix, Stingo-lane, Marylebone-rd, Foreman to a Confectioner. 
Pet July 24. Aug 14atl2. Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 

Mudge, Geo Byron, Lothian-rd, Camberwell New-rd, Journeyman 
Printer. Pet July 25. Aug 16 at 12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry- 
chambers, 

Norris. Edwd Hy, Ipswich, Suffolk, Jeweller. Pet July 26. Aug 16 at 1. 
Dalton, Bucklersbury. 

yen ny Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj July 22. Aug 14 at2. 
Aldridge. 

Parker, Chas Abraham, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 25, 
Aug !6at 12, Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Percy, Chas Percy, Islip-st, Kentish-town, Clerk. Pet July 24. Aug 
M4atl. Craven, Mark-lane. 

ae pg Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 22. Aug 14 at 2. 
Aldridge. 

Proctor, Wm Geo, Warwick-st, Pimlico, no business. 
Aug |l6attl. Parkes, Strand. 

Rieger, John, Shoreditch, Gold Beater. Pet July 24. 
Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 

Roe, Kichd, President-st East, Goswell-rd, out of business. 
25 Aug 16at 12. Waldron, Lamb’s Conduit-st. 

Sheppard, Wm, Hoxton, Currier. Pet July 24, Aug I4atl. 
Doctor’s-commons. 

Smith, Whitehead, Titchmarsh, Northampton, Farrier. 
Aug l6 at 11. Ruscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury. 

Statham, Wm Matthew, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 26 (for 


Pet 


Aug 9 at 
Pet July 24 
Pet 


Pet July 25. 


Pet July 
Swan, 


Pet July 24, 


pan). Aug l6 atl. Goatley, Bow-st. 

Tarbuck, Wm Edwd, Islington, Printer’s Reader. Pet July 25. Aug 
16 at tl. Davies, Moorgate-st. 

Thomas, »ohn, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 22. Aug 14 at 


2. Aldridge. 
Wakeford, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj July 18. 
It. Aldridge. 
Welch, Alex, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 25. 
Edwards, Canon-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Barlow, Abraham, Chatcull, Stafford, Farmer. Pet July 26. 
Sept 20 at 12. Hodyson & Son, Birm. 

Bates, Geo, Huddersfield, York, Woollen Manufacturer. 
Leeds, Aug 14 at ll. Rooke, Leeds. 

Baylis, Jas, Birdlip, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Saddler. 
Cheltenham, Aug 9at Il. Boodle, Cheltenham. 

Bone, Richd, Landport, Hants, Carpenter. Pet July 22. 
Aug \Oat ll. White, Portsea. 

Bradley, Chas, Handsworth, Stafford, Comm Agent. 
Birm, Aug i4 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Bradley, Jonas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet July 19. 
Aug (8 at ll. 

Burgess, Hy, Portsea, Carver. Pet July 24. 
White, Portsea. 


Aug 16 at 
Aug 16 atl. 


Birm, 
Pet July 18. 
Pet July 21. 
Portmouth, 
Pet July 20. 
Manch, 


Portsea, Aug 10 at 11. 


Carrick, Wm, Castlecarrock, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet July 25. 
Aug !0 at 10. Wanuop, Carlisle. 

Clelland. Robt McKenzie, Carlisle, Baker. Pet July 26. Carlisle, Aug 
i4atll. Wannop, Carlisle. 


Clugston, Jolin, Manch, Joiner, Pet July 24. Manch, Ang 10 at 9.30. 
Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Cowper, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. 
Aug 18 at Il. 

Dalton, Wm, Saddleworth, York, Comm Agent. Pet July 18. Hudders- 


field, Sept 28 at 10. Freeman. Huddersfield. 


Adj July 19. Mauch. 


Aug 14 at 12. | 


Dean, Thos, Salford, Engraver. Pet July 26. Salford, Aug 26 at 9.30. 
Knight, Manch. 

are » Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 19, Lpool, Aug 

at 

Dodman, Wm, Whittlesey, Cambridge, Auctioneer. Pet July 25. Peter- 
borough, Aug 12 at 11. Wilders, Whittlesey. 

Dover, John, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Pet July 24. Carlisle, Aug I4at 11. 
McAlpine, Carlisle. 

Dutton, John, paae, ene then, Publican. Pet July 24. Llanelly, 
Aug 10 at 12. Snead, Llanelly. 

Eaglesfield, Jasper, Aston, nr Birm, out of business. Pet July 25. 
Birm, Aug 28 at 10. East, Birm. 

Emery, Richd, Landport, Hants, General Dealer. Pet July 24. Ports- 
mouth, Aug 10 at il. White, Portsea 

Fell, Thos, Huggate, York, Joiner. Pet July 26. Leeds, Aug 9 at 12. 


Hodgson, Driffield. 

Gibbons, Thos, Bramcote, Nottingham, Florist. Pet July 24. Not- 
tingham, Aug I6at 11. Heath, Nottingham. 

Hampton, Geo, Braishfield, Southampton, Baker. Pet July 25. Rom- 


sey, Aug 10 at 11. Mackey, Southampton. 

Harrison, Thos, Norwich, Rag Merchant. Pet July 21. Norwich, Aug 
10 atJ1. Sadd, Norwich. 

Hartley, John, Stanwix, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet July 22. Car. 
lisle, Aug 14 at 11. Wannop, Carlisle, 


Hemmings, John, Stamford, Lincoln, Bootmaker’s Assistant. Pet 
July 24. Stamford, Aug 14 at i2. Laxton, Stamford. 

Hodgson, Joseph, Lpeol, Flour and Provision Dealer. Pet July 25. 
Lpool, Aug 10 at 3. Cobb, Lpool. 

Holliday, David, Prisoner for Debt, Hull. Adj June 14. Leeds, Aug 
9 at 12. 

Horsepool, Wm, Sneinton, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
July 24. Nottingham, Aug 16 at 11. Ashwell, Nottingham. 

Howorth, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj July 18. Salford, 
Aug 26 at 9.30. 

Jones, Owen, Hodgson, Lpool, Shipbroker. Adj July 17. Lpool, 


Aug 8 at Ll. 

Kidson, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Fisherton Anger, Wilts. 
Salisbury, Aug 7 at 11 

Lonsdale, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, 
don, Aug 8 at LI. 

Lusty, Henry, & Thos Lusty, Uley, Gloucester, Timber Merchants. 
Pet July 20. Bristol, Aug 9at1l. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Martin, Stamper, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj July 17. 
Aug 7 at 12 

Morgan, John, St Mary, Southampton, Innkeeper. Pet July 25. 
Southampton, Aug 17 at12 Mackey, Southampton. 

Nuttall, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 19. 
Aug l5 at ll. 

Pile, Richd, Dalton, York, out of business. Pet July 15. Hudders- 
field, Sept 28 at 10. Moseley, Huddersfield. 

Payne, Richd, Gt Kyre, Worcester, Farming Bailiff. Pet July 22. 
Tenbury, Aug 5at 10. Preston, Tenbury. 

Payton, Jas, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire, Tailor. Pet July 24. 
Cheltenham, Aug 9atll. Wheeler, Cheltenham. 

Pearce, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bookseller. Pet July 18. Leeds, 
Aug 9 at 12. Summers, dull. 

Pellitt, Lawson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Comm Agent. Pet July 21. 
Leeds, Aug 9 at 12. Gale & Meddlemiss, Hull. 


Adj July 22, 


Lancaster. Adj July 19. Hasling- 


Lpool, 





Manch, 


Pierce, Ann, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj July 19. Lpool, Aug 
| Sat 3. Etty, Lpool. 
| Poxton, Francis, Norton Canes, Stafford, Miner. Pet July 24. Lich- 
| field, Aug 4 at 10. Wilson. Lichfield. 
| Rushforth, John, Huddersfield, York, Builder. Pet July 24. Leeds, 
Aug7atll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Schotield, Wm, Lpool, Builder, Pet July 24. Lpool, Ang 8 at 11. 
Coliin & Priest, Lpool. 
Shaw, Hy, Atherstone, Warwick, Boot and Shoe Maker. Fet July 25, 


Birm. Sept 8 at 12. Smallbone, Coventry. 


Shaw, John, Prisoner for bebt, Lancaster. Adj July 29. Manch, Aug 
lsat ll. 
Shobridge, Wm, Panleague, Monmouth, Railway Station Master. 


Pet July 24, Pontypool, Aug 14 at 11. Greenway & Bytheway, 
Pontypool. 

Southam, Thos Wm, Manch, out of business. 
Aug 10 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 

Sparrow, Stephen, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. 
14 at il. Clarke, Leeds. 

Tucker, John, Bridlington Quay, York. General Dealer. 
Leeds, Aug 9 at 12. Hodgson, Driffield. 

Turley, Enoch, Masbrough, York, Plate Roller. Pet July 24. 
ham, ane 10 at ll. Hirst, Rotherham. 

Welsh, Jas, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Clothier. 
gavenny, Aug l» at Il. Sayee, Abergavenny. 

| Westwood, John, Coseley, Sedgley, Stafford, Sawyer. 

| Dudley, Aug 10 at 11. Stokes, Dudley. 

| Williamson, Lewin, Luton, Bedford, Blocker. 

| Aug 9 at 10. Scargill, Luton. 

Wilson, Richd John, Bath, Comm Agent. 

} atll. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

| Wood, Peter Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. 

| Manch, Aug 10 at 9.30. Law, Manch. 

| Woodhouse, Hy, Stanhope-st, Lpool, Grocer. 

| 

| 

! 


Pet July 26. Manch, 


Pet July 21. Leeds, Aug 


Pet July 26, 
Rother- 
Pet July 25, Aber- 
Pet July 22. 
Pet July 22. Luton, 
Pet July 26. Bristol, Aug 9 
Pet July 19 (for pau). 

Pet July 22. Lpool, 
Aug 9 at 3. Ward, Lpool. 


Wortley, Wm, Repps-with-Bastwick, Norfolk, no occupation. Pet 
Cufaude & Wiltshire, Gt 


Pet July 25, 


July 21. Gt Yarmouth, Aug 5 at 12. 
Yarmouth. 5 
| Woods, John, Market-pl, Prescott, Lancaster, Publican. 


Smith, Lpool. 

Turspay, Aug. I, 1865. 

To Surrender in London. 

| ss Jas, Bensham-grove, ‘hornton-heath, Surrey, Builder. 

} July 27. Aug 17 at 12. Hogan, Martin’s- -lane, Canon-st. 
Baker, Je as Wood, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 29. Aug 17 

} atl. Munday, Essex-st, Strand, 

| Chambers, Frederic, Woodchurch, Kent, Builder. Pet July 29. 

l17at1. Dangerfield & Fraser, Craven-st, Strand. 


Lpool, Aug 8 at 11. 


Pet 


Aug 
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Clipson, John Yeomans, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for | Dawson, Wm, Gt Wilbraham, Cambridge, Poulterer. Pet July 27 





pau), Aug!7 at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. Cambridge, Aug 17 at 12.30. Whitehead & French, Cambridge. 
Cronk, Gee, Grosvenor-rd, St John’s-wood, Baker. Pet July 28. Aug | De Boer, Eduard, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Commercial Clerk. Pet 

17 atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. July 29, Newcastle, Aug 12 at 10. Stewart, Newcastle-upon- 
Darling, Hy, Frederick-st, Manufacturer of Coal. Pet July 27. Aug | _ Tyne. 

\7 at 11. George & Armstrong, Size-lane. | Ellis, Wm, jun, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. Pet July 19. South 

ice-rd, Dulwich, Joiner. Pet July 28, Aug | Shields, Aug {2 at 10, Duncan, South Shields. 

17 at 12. Wells, Moorgate-st. | Evans, Thos, Llandaff, Glamorgan, Publican. Pet July 29. Cardiff, 
Dean, Robt Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau). Aug 18 at Hl. Raby, Cardiff 

Aug \7ati. Wyatt, Gt Carter-lane. Glover, Edwin Edwd, Birm, Assistant to a Greengrocer. Pet July 29. 
Faulds, John, Mary’s-ter, Blue Anchor rd, Bermondsey, out of busi- Birm, Aug 28 at 10. Francis, Birm. 


ness. Pet July 27. Aug 17 at 11. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. | Hardmet, Joseph, Kingston-upon-Hull, Comm Agent. Pet July 28. 
Ham, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau), Aug Kingston-upon-Hull, Aug 12 at 11. Chester, Hull. 





17 at 12. Steadman, Coleman-st. Haworth, Richd Hy, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet July 26. Lancaster, Aug 
Hill, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau). Aug 17 25 at 12. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. Heydon, John Wm Maddock, Plymouth, Devon, Printer. Pet July 31. 
Hughes, John, Park-st, Grosvenor-sq, Laceman. Pet July 25, Aug Exeter, Aug 14 at 12.30, Gidley, Plymouth. 

i4at ll. Reed & Phelps, Gresham-st. Illingworth, Booth, Bradford, York, Waste Dealer. Pet July 27. 
Innes, John, Longfellow-rd, Mile End-rd, Custom House Officer. Pet Leeds, Aug 14 at ll. Simpson, Leeds. 

July 28. Aug llatl. Bramwell, Basinghall-st. Johnson, ‘I'hos, Manch, Timber Dealer. Pet July 27, Manch, Aug 
Jung, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 26 (for pau). Aug 14, Eltoft, Manch. 

17 at 12. Munday, Essex-st. Kelly, Conrad, Manch, Beorseller. Pet July 27. Manch, Aug 21 at 9.50. 
Lock, Edwd, New Malden, Surrey, Butcher. Pet July 27. Aug 17 at Gardner, Manch. 

ll. Edwards, Bnsh-lane, Cannon-st. Knox, Andrew, Lpool, Metal Broker. Pet uly 28. Lpool, Aug !! at 
Pettit, Alfred, Percival-st, Goswell-rd, Cowkeeper. Pet July 28. Aug 12, Anderson & Collins, Lpool. 

l7at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. Lotinga, Calmer Moses, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. Pet July 
Rogers, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau). Aug 28. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 11 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon- 

I7atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. Tyne. 
Rowing, Esau, Norwich, Engineer. Pet July 14. Aug 16at1, Sole | McIntosh, Andrew Brander, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Poulterer. 





& Co, Aldermanbury, agents for Miller & Co, Norwich. Pet July 22. Sunderland, Aug 15 at 3. Bell, Sunderland. 
Stapelton, Thos, Lucas-st, Commercial-rd East, Builder. Pet July 22. | Milliner, Mary Ann, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj July 19, 
Aug 17 at tl. Waghorn, Gt Tower-st | Maidstone, Aug 12 at 11. 
Storey, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 28 (for pau). | Moore, John, Ossett, York, Draper. Pet July 26. Dewsbury, Aug 11 
| 





Aug !7at!2. Edwards, Bush lane, Canon-st, | at 12. Stringer, Ossett. 
Swift. Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet July 26. Aug 17 at11. | Morgan, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Butcher, Pet July 28. Cardiff, 
Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. Aug l&at ll. Raby, Cardiff. 
Wingrove, Edwin, Upper Queen-st, Essex-rd, Islington, Milkman. | Morton. Hy, Stoney Middleton, Derby, Tailor. Pet July 21. Leeds, 
Pet July 29. Aug 17 atl. Pearce, Giltspur-st, | —— 18 yo Pee © Sha Sheffield. , oy 
SSA RR * | Mounsey, Edwd, Saml Mounsey, Guiseley, Yor tone Mason. 
lo Surrender in the Country. Pet July 26, Otley, Aug 31 at Th Hartley Otley. , 
Alpine, Geo Wm, Wakefield, York, Police Clerk. Pet July 27. Wake- | Naisbitt, Chas, jun., Gilesgate-moor, Durham, Grocer, Pet July 27. 
field, Aug 15atll. Fernandes & Gill, Wakefield. Durham, Aug 1! at 2. Marshall, Durham. 
Arnold Geo, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Baker. Pet July 25. Newport, | Oldham, Joseph, Dukinfield, Chester, Hatter. Pet July 27, Ashton- 
Aug 12 at 11.30. Joyce, Newport. under-Lyne, Aug 17 at 12, Drinkwater, Ashton-under-L; 
Boyland, Jas, Alton, Hants, Hair Dresser. Pet July 27, Alton, Aug 


yne. 
S Taylor, Jas Addison, Luton, Bedford, Poulterer. PetJuly 28. Luton, 
15 at 1, White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. Aug l4at 4. 
Brooks, Joseph, Huuslett, nr Leeds, Paper Merchant. Pet July 24. , 


Simpson, St Alban’s. 
Waites, Jas Pinder, Cheetham, Manch, Commercial, Traveller. Pet 
Leeds, Aug I4at 11. Granger, Leeds. | July 27, Manch, Aug 14at 11. Boote & Rylance, Manch. 
Chard, Fredk, Emborough, Farmer. Pet July 15. Wells, Aug 7at 12.) Wilkins, Jas, & Wm Fredk Wilkins, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Boot Maker, 
Clifton, Bristol. | Pet July 25. Newport, Ang 12 at ll. Joyce, Newport. 
Cooper, Benj, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Grocer. Pet July 25. | Woodroffe, Joseph, Atherstone, Warwick, Fellmonger. Pet July 29. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Aug 8 at 3. Thompson, Stockton. ‘  Birm, Aug 16 at 12. Baxter, Atherstone, and James & Co, Birm. 






INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


LAW CLASSES. 











For the purpose of facilitating the acquisition of Legal Knowledge amongst the Articled and other Clerks of Solicitors, and 
guiding them in their studies, Law Classes, in addition to the Lectures annually delivered, will be instituted by and under the 
controul of the Incorporated Law Society, and will commence on the Ist of November next. 

The Classes will be held during the months of November, December, January, February, and March, subject to a short 
interval during the Christmas vacation, on the following subjects :— 

The Law of Real Property. Reader, Alfred Bailey, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Common Law. Reader, William Markby, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Equity. Reader, Montague Cookson, [sq., Barrister- at-Law. 

Each Reader will hold two Classes during the above period, one on the elementary, and the other on the more advanced 
portion of his particular subject. 

The Reader in Real Property wi:l, with the Elementary Class, go through a course of Real Property Law, taking the work 
of Mr. Joshua Williams as a text-book; and, with the Advanced Class, will examine, comment on, and illustrate the principal 
forms in Messrs, Davidson and Stapylton’s Concise Precedents in Conveyancing, 6th edition, 1865. 

The Reader in Equity will take Mr. Josiah Smith’s Manual as a text-book of principles with both his Classes, and illustrate it 
by reference to White and Tudor’s Leading Cases in Equity, and the later reported decisions. 

For the Procedure of the Court, he will use, with his Elementary Class, Hunter’s Suit in Equity. With his Advanced Class, 
he will refer to the larger treatises on the subject, and the Charcery Acts and Orders collected in the 3rd edition of the work of 
Mr. Osborne Morgan, 

The Reader on Common Law will discuss the following subjects:—With the Elementary Class, (1) The Law of Civil Pro- 
cedure, (2) The Law of Contracts, With the Advanced Class, Mercantile Law, including the Law of Bankruptcy. 


The discussions will be founded on Smith’s Action at Law, Smith’s Law of Contracts, and Smith’s Mercantile Law 
respectively. 

The Readers will call attention, as opportunity may serve, to the bearings of their several subjects upon Constitutional Law 
and Legal History. 

The fee payable by each articled or other clerk of any member of the Society, for the privilege of attending all or any number 
of Classes, will be £3 per annum, and by every other person attending such Classes, £4 per annum; but no person will be at 
liberty to attend an Elementary and Advanced Class on the same subject simultaneously. 

Three Classes, one upon each of the subjects above mentioned, will be held, as nearly as possible, in every eight days. No 
Classes will be held on Saturdays, The Elementary Class will commence at 430 and close at 5.30 p.m., and the Advanced Class 
will commence at 5.380 and close at 6 30 p.m. 


Applications for tickets may be made at the Offic. of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on and after the 20th 
October next. 


Rooms will be appropriated for the Classes at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society. 
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INCORPORATED LAW SOCIE TY 


OF 


THE UNITED KINGDOM. 


COUNCIL.—ELECTED 1865. 





PRESIDENT. VICE-PRESIDENT. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS. ALFRED BELL. 
EDWARD SAVAGE BAILEY. EDWARD LAWRANCE, 
KDWARD BANNER, Liverpool, JAMES LEMAN. 
RALPH BARNES, Exeter. JOSEPH MAYNARD. 
FRANCIS THOMAS BIRCHAM. WILLIAM MURRAY. 
JOHN HENRY BOLTON. PARK NELSON, 
EDWARD FREDERICK BURTON. FREDERICK ILTID NICHOLL. 
JOHN MOXON CLABON. FREDERIC OUVRY 
JOHN CLAYTON, Newcastle-on-Tyne. EDWARD LEIGH PEMBERTON. 
WILLIAM STRICKLAND COOKSON, A. RYLAND, Birmingham. 
JOHN COVERDALE WILLIAM SHARPE. 
WILLIAM FORD, Gray’s- -inn. J. W. WHATELEY, Birmingham. 
BARTLE J. L. FRERE. ROBERT WILSON, Copthall-buildings, 
GEORGE B. GREGORY. HENRY THOMAS YOUNG. 
FREDERICK HALSEY JANSON. JOHN YOUNG. 





THIS SOCIETY, composed of Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, was established in 1827, and was incorporated by Charter in 
1831. In 1833 it instituted courses of Lectures for Articled Clerks and Students. In 1836 the Judges issued regulations, under 
which the Council, jointly with the Masters of the Courts, act as Examiners of Candidates for admission on the Roll. In 1843 
it was appointed Registrar of Attorneys, under 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, and in 1845 obtained a second Charter containing extended 
owers. 

yen Additional powers and duties are conferred on this Society by the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127:—All persons are examined before 
entering into, and also during, their Articles of Clerkship. Articles of Clerkship, and Commissions to Administer Oaths and take 
Acknowledgements of Deeds, are to be entered with the Registrar. Copies of the Rolls of Attorneys and Solicitors in the several 
Courts are to be transmitted periodically to the Registrar, and Rules for striking Attorneys off the Rolls are to be entered with 
him. The Registrar’s Annual Certificates are to be stam ped, instead of separate stamped Certificates being issued, and provision 
is made for enabling the Registrar to form and keep open for inspection a complete Register of all authorities to Administer Oaths 
and take Acknowledgments of Deeds, &e. 

The Council of the Society hold weekly meetings fur considering all matters connected with the interests of their branch of 
the Legal Profession; and numerous Committees are appointed, and hold frequent meetings with the same object. 

1, The Council cause to be printed and distributed amongst the Members all the new Ruies and Orders of Court, and other 
important Professional information. 

2. On their opinion being required as to any doubtful or disputed Professional usage, they consider the matter, and register 
their decisions in a book kept for that purpose. 

3. They examine all Bills brought into Parliament which relate to the Law, and state in the proper quarter such objections 
as occur to them; and suggest such alterations as appear necessary. 

4, Lists of persons applying to be admitted and re-admitted Attorneys and Solicitors, or to take out or renew their Certificates 
are printed and distributed in the various Law Offices, and transmitted to the Provincial Law Societies, in order that improper 
persons may be opposed. Where there is sufficient ground for opposition, the Council undertake it on behalf of the Society, and 
they apply to the Courts to have persons struck off the Rolls who misconduct themselves as Attorneys. 

The Society now consists of 2.035 Solicitors in London and in the country. The Admission Fee is £5 for Town Members, 
and £2 for Country Members; and the Annual Subscription for ‘Town Members is £2, and for Country Members £1. Ali 
Solicitors are eligible as Members on being propused by two Members, and approved by the Council. 

The Institution comprises the following departments :— 

I.—THE HALL, open daily from Nine o’clock in the morning till Ten at night, is furnished with the votes and proceedings 
of Parliament, the London Gazettes, Morning and Evening Newspapers, Reviews, and other publications. Here also Members 
are enabled to meet one another by appointment, and for al purposes of business; and Waiting and Conference Rooms are 
provided for the use of Members. 

IL—THE LIBRARY is open daily from Nine o’clock in the 2 morning until Nine at night, except from Ist September to 24th 
October, when it is closed at Six o’clock, and on Saturdays, When it is closed at Four. It comprises upwards of 18,000 volumes, 
and is divided into two parts—the North and South Wings are for the exclusive use of Members, and contain Parliamentary 
Works, Public Records, County History, Topography, Genealogy, Heraldry, Works on American, Colonial, and Foreign Law, and 
Classical and General Literature. The Middle or Law Li ibrary comprises Statutes, Reports, Digests, Treatises, and other Works 
relating to the Law, and is open to Students as well as Members. In ease any searce book in the Library should be wanted by a 
Member in any of the Courts, it will be produced under the authority of the Council. 

The Articled Clerks of Members are admitted to the Law Library on payment of an Annual Subscription of £1. 

III.—LECTURES on the different branches of the Law are delivered in the Hall on each Monday and Friday from 
November to March inclusive. The Members are entitled to attend gratis, and their Clerks are admitted on payment of £1 for 
each set of Lectures, or £2 for the whole. ‘The Clerks of gent!emen not Members pay £1 10s. for each set, or £3 for the whole; 
and other Students, not falling within either of those classes, are admitted on paying £2 for each set, or £4 for the whole. 

V.—LAW CLASSES have also been instituted for the purpose of facilitating ‘the aci juisition of Legal Knowledge amongst 
the Articled and other Clerks of Solicitors. ‘The classes will be neld from November to March inclusive, rand the fee payable by 
each Articled or other Clerk of a Member of the Society will be £3, and by other Students, £4. 

V.—THE REGISTRY OFFICE, for the use of Members and their Clerks, is — daily from Nine in the morning until Six 
in the evening, except on Saturdays, when it is closed at Two, Here are ke spt the General and Daily Cause Papers of all the 
Courts, the Sittings Papers, Peremptory Papers, Special Papers, and Papers of New Trials in the Courts of Law, and Papers of 
Appealsin the House of Lords and Privy Council. 

In this Office is kept the Annual Roll of Attorneys and Solicitors, wherein searches are made to ascertain that Annual Stamped 
Certificates have been duly token out 

Books are also kept for ente: ing ps urticulars of property to be sold or purchased ; of money to be lent, or wanted to be borrowed 
on mortgage or otherwise ; of applications for partners, and for artic led, managing, and other clerks. 

ROOMS FOR MEETINGS OF ARBITRATOR S, aud other Professional! Meetings. 

Vli.—FIRE-PROOF ROOMS AND CLOSETS are provi aan for the deposit of Deeds, &c.; and rooms are let either for 
temporary or permanent purposes, each reuter having a private key of his own room or closet, to which no other person has access, 
Boxes are provided for Members, in which they may y deposi t papers. 

VIHI.—THE CLUB consists of Members of the Society who pay an entrance fee of £5 5s., and an annual subscription of £5 5s. 


for Town Members, and £3 3s. for Country Members. 
E. W. WILLIAMSON, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 5th July, 1865. 
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i E LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Cflices—1, Dale-street, Liverpool; 20 and 21, Poultry, 7, Cornhill, and 
Charing Cross, London. 


PROGRESS OF THE COMPANY SINCE 1850. 


Year, Fire Premiums. Life Premiums, Invested Funds. 
1851 £54,305 £27,157 £502,824 
1856 222.279 72,781 821,061 
1861 360,130 135,974 1,311,905 
1864 742,674 236.244 3,212,300 


JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary, London. 
Life claims are payable in thirty days after they are admitted. 


L AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
Chief Offices—126, yell Lane, W.C. 





Subscribed Capital—-ONE MILLION STERLING. 
‘The Fire and Life Departments are under one management, but with 
separate Funds and Accounts. 





Chairman—Sir WILLIAM FOSTER, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman—Mr. Serjeant MANNING, Q.A.S. 





FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

Ci pital £750,000, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 

Business consists of the best classes of risks. 

Tnsurants will be allowed the full benefit of the Reduction of Duty. 

Cluims settled promptly and liberally. 

LIFE DEPARTMENT. 
Ca} ital £250,900, in addition to the Reserve Fund. 
PREMIUMS MODERATE. 

A Bonus every five years. Next Bonus in 1869, At the Division of 
Trofits in 1864, the Reversionary Bonus amounted to from 15 to 50 per 
cont. |er annum on the Premiums paid, varying with the ages of the 
Insured. 

Copies of the Directors’ Report and Balance-sheet, and every informa- 
tion, may be obtained at the Chief Office, or of any of the Agents of the 
Cc Company. FRANK McGEDY, Secretary. 


C CIDENTS to Life. or - Limb, in ‘the Field, the 
£ Streets, or at Home, provided for by a Policy of the RAILWAY 
‘ig — NGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY, 64, Cornhill, London, 
E. 

C ‘ompensation has been paid for 10,000 Claims. 

£1,000 in case of Death. 

€6 per week while laid up by Injury, secured by an Annual Payment 
ot trom £3 to £5 5s, 

For particulars apply to the Clerks at the Railway Stations, to the 
Lecal Ageats, or at the Offices, 64, CORNHILL, and 10, REGENT- 
STREET. W. J. VIAN, Secretary. 








ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
] AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
j 68, Chancery-lane, London. 
CHainMAN—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., M.P., Recorder of London. 
Deruty-CHAIRMAN—Sir W., J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and ail — information, may 
he had at the office. C. B. CLABON, Sec. 
Ay ANTED, by the LIFE INVESTMENT, 

MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 
THICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
}.: wland and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.—Apply, Head Cflice, 
s, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars. EDWIN YELL AND, Manager. 





\HE COMPANIES: “ACT, 1862. —Every requisite 
under the above Act supplied on the shortest notice. The Books 
uu Forms kept in stock for immediate use. Articles of Association 
s}cedily printed in the proper form for registration and distribution. 
Share Certificates engraved and printed. Official Seals designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches. The convenient situation of our 
City establishment enables us to transact Agency business at the Regis- 
tration Office without charge. 
Asu & Fiint, Stationers, Printers, Engravers, &c., 49, Fleet-street, E.C. 
(corner of Serjeants’- sites and London- bridge, S.E. 
GQ LACK CS FENDER AND “FIRE- IRON WARE- 


HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 








Jron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, l4s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
ish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d.  Tea-trays, 
ts, Gd, set of three; elegant Papier Mache ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 


; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
l6s., and 18s. per dozen, White Bone Knives 
Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 


with plated knob, 5s, 6d. ; 
sils for cottage, £3. 
Ivory Table Knives, I4s., 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s. ; 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
-elebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerse* House, 





D EBENTURES at 5, 5}, and 6 per CENT.— 
CEYLON COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £700,000. 
Digectors. 
Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Major-Gen. Henry Pelham Burn. Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq. ; Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
George Ireland, Esq. | Robert Smith, Esq. 
Manager—C. J. Baatne, Esq. 
The Directors are prepared to ISSUE DEBENTURES for one, three, 
and five years, at 5, 54, and 6 per Cent. respectively. 
ey are also prepared to invest Money on Mortgage in Ceylon and 
Mauritius, either with or without the guarantee of the Company, as may 
be arranged, 
Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the company, 
No. 7. East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London.—By order, 
JOHN ANDERSON, Secretary. 


LOANS ON DEBENTURES. — 
OHN BROWN & COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Capital One Million, in 10,000 Shares of £100 each. 

The Directors are prepared to RECEIVE LOANS for periods not ex- 
ceeding seven years, at 5 per cent., on the Security of their Debentures, 

The Security consists of uncalled Capital to the extent of £600,000, 
with all the extensive and valuable property belonging to the Company. 

It affords a most ample and safe investment for trust and other 
moneys, all the shares being held by responsible persons. Interest pay- 
able half-yearly. 

Apply to the Secretary, at the Company’s Offices, Atlas Steel Spring 


and Iron Works, Sheffield. 
JOHN HEWETT, Secretary, 


M rERSEY ~ DOCK ESTATE.— LOANS OF 
de MONEY.—The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board hereby give 
NOTICE, that they are willing to receive LOANS OF MONEY on the 
security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Ten Shillings per 
centum per annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years. 
Interest warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to George J. Jeffersou, Esq., Treasurer, 
Dock- office, Liverpooi. 
By order of the Board, 
_ Dock-ofiiee, Liverpool, July | 20, 1865. 








JOHN HARRISON, Secretary. 


In the Press, 


HE LAW OF FIRE INSURANCE. By C. J. 
BUNYON, M.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, Author 
of the Law of Life Assurance, &c. 
London: CHarLes & Epwin Layton, Fleet-street, Depot for Books on 
Assurance, Fire, Life, and Marine. 








Now ready, price 7s., 


TREATISE ON ARRANGEMENTS WITH 
CREDITORS under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, with Precedents, 
to which are added the Sections of the Bankruptcy Acts, 1849 and 1861, 
and the Rules and Orders relating thereto, with a fall index. By 
— DOWNES GRIFFITH, of the Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law. 
London: H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 





Price 1s., free by post, 
HE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL CONVEYAN- 


CERS’ STAMP DUTIES. By FREDERICK STROUD, Author of 
“The County Court Practice in Bankruptcy,” '‘ The Practical Law of 


Bills of Sale,” &c. 
London: 59, Carey- -street, Lincoln’s-inn, W. C. 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 
Lincoln's-inn, Barrister-at- Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Int one volume, crown 8v0, price 3s. 








Will be published on Saturday, the 2nd September, 1865, 
HE GAS and WATER ICONOMIST, and 
RECORD of PUBLIC I[MPOVEMENTS. Edited by TOM ABER- 
CROMBIE HEDLEY, Civil and Consulting Engineer. A fortnightly 
Journal devoted to the immediate interests of Gas and Water Consumers, 
Corporations, and Local Boards. 
All communications to be addressed to the Editor, at his offices, 28, 
Poultry, London, E.C. 


OUNCIL OF LAW REPORTING.—At a Meet- 

ing of the Council, held on the Ist of August inst., Sir Fitzroy 

Kelly in the chair, it was unanimously resolved that the series of Reports 

in the Superior Courts of Law and Equity, and the Appellate Courts pro- 

posed to be established under the superintendence of the Council, be 

commenced as from the Ist day of Michaelmas Term next, and that the 
necessary arrangements be forthwith made for that purpose 

The approval of the scheme by the Lord Chancellor, and others of Her 
Majesty’s Judges, was communicated to the Council. 

A Sub-Committee was authorised to receive proposals for the appoint- 
ment of Editors and Reporters, subject to the approval of the Council at 
a future Meeting. 

Persons intending to subscribe to the Reports are requested to commu- 
nicate with the Secretary, James T. Hopwood, Esq., 3, New-square, Lin- 


coln’s-inn. order, 5 
Lincoln’s-inn, August 3rd, 1865. FITZROY KELLY, Chairman. 








